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By CHARLES I. GLICKSBERG 


HE PROBLEM that confronts the 
| Negro has hounded the Jew for 
centuries not only in the United 
States but throughout the Western world. 
Whereas discrimination and persecution 
against the Negro are confined largely to 
the United States and in their most viru- 
lent form to one section, the South, anti- 
Semitism goes back to the Middle Ages 
and is restricted to no one country. By 
virtue of their suffering, their homeless- 
ness, their alienation, the Jews know both 
in the flesh and in the spirit what the 
Negro people have undergone and what 
they must contend against. The problem 
of persecution is one, whether the victim 
be Jew or Negro, foreigner or Catholic, 
Mexican or heathen Chinese, and the 
sooner the “minority peoples” realize the 
truth of this analysis and band together 
against the common enemy the sooner 
will the seeds of prejudice be stamped out 
and their day of liberation dawn. 

The Jews have brooded long on the 
injustice of the world, seeking to discover 
the reason why God inflicted this heavy 
punishment on them alone of all the in- 
habitants of the earth, why he chose them 
as an object of chastisement. The result 
of their heart-searching was the belief, 
seriously held and ardently propagated, 
that they were the chosen people of God, 
destined to bring the light of culture, the 
gospel of peace, the knowledge of the 
unity of God and the brotherhood of man 
to the benighted world. Thus fortified in 
spirit for their dolorous but exalted mis- 
sion, they bore their burden of misery 
more cheerfully. But the Negro, what 
vision, what faith does he have to sustain 
him? 


Of necessity he has been forced to 
identify himself with his folk, to exalt 
the character of his people against all 
detractors, but at heart he is bewildered 
and frustrated, a split personality, be- 
cause he must live under the curse of 
color. On the one hand, he pretends to 
glory in his fate, to demand that his gods 
be black like his ancestors, to dissociate 
himself from all that is white, the symbol 
of diabolical evil. On the other hand, he 
has absorbed into himself the dominant 
values of “white” society and secretly he 
hates the badge of color that is, ostensibly, 
the reason for his fatality. In self-defence 
the Negroes have closed their ranks and 
are beginning to fight for their social and 
civil rights, but it is as Negroes they agi- 
tate; it is for Negroes they speak. But 
they fail to take the next essential step, 
the step which may enable them to break 
through the racial Ghetto which hems 
them in, and that is actively to affiliate 
with other groups. 

A number of Jews and some Negroes 
have gone this far and obtained promising 
results. Such unity in the movement 
against prejudice and discrimination would 
give it a universal humanitarian cast. It 
is the enlightened liberal Jew who clearly 
perceives the nature of the problem. If 
prejudice, whatever the particular form 
it takes, is indivisible, then so long as 
one minority group is persecuted on ac- 
count of color or creed, religion or ances- 
try, the Jew is not and cannot be free. 
It is not alone a question of saying, 
“There but for the grace of God I behold 
my own fate.” The instinct of self-preser- 
vation in the Jew is fused with a loftier 
motive. What makes the Jew an eternal 
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figure of protest is that traditionally his 
people have been the apostles of justice 
and righteousness. This is not to imply 
that all or even most Jews fit into this 
schematic and obviously idealized pat- 
tern. There are Jews and Jews just as 
there are Negroes and Negroes, and gen- 
eralizations are dangerous. 

There are Jews in the North as well 
as in the South who behave toward the 
Negro in a manner strikingly similar to 
that practiced by the rabid Negro-hating 
Southerner. They hold the Negro in con- 
tempt, approve of segregation and Jim 
Crow laws, and disparage his intellectual 
ability. What is the underlying reason 
for their behavior? The answer is not far 
to seek. There are Jews who desperately 
try to escape the stigma of their Jewish- 
ness and loudly insist that they are Amer- 
icans first and foremost. In taking on the 
protective coloring of their environment 
they feel it necessary to ape the preju- 
dices endemic in its culture. There are 
also Jews afflicted with a superiority 
complex: the idea of the chosen people 
revived and adapted to modern conditions. 
Proudly they point to the achievements 
of their race, its cultural contributions to 
humanity, its religious heritage. If the 
Negroes have such a high incidence of 
crime and if such a large percentage of 
them are illiterate and ignorant, it is their 
own fault. The opportunity for advance- 
ment has been open to them and if the 
innate ability and the will to achieve had 
been there they would have been able, 
like the Jews, to overcome the worst 
handicaps. That they have failed to do 
so is an indictment of their race. Finally, 
there are Jews, economically hard pressed, 
who are too busy earning a precarious 
livelihood, to have much interest in or 
understanding of the Negro problem. 

The incipient wave of anti-Semitism in 
Harlem is alarming. It mistakes the 
symptoms for the root cause. Driven to 
fury by discrimination, the Negroes look 
for an object on which they can vent 
their lust for vengeance. Since Jews are 
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generally assigned the task of collecting 
the exorbitant rents charged, they are 
condemned as the malefactors, the prof- 
iteers, the oppressors; they are the visible 
symbols on whom Negroes can pour their 
accumulated store of resentment. Con- 
nected with this, however, is another and 
more dangerous psychological manifesta- 
tion. As members of “white” society, the 
Negroes know full well in what light the 
Jews are regarded. Now they can say: 
“There is something to it after all. The 
Jews are the Shylocks of modern civiliza- 
tion, greedy, grasping, unscrupulous.” 
Thus they adopt the stereotypes of classi- 
cal anti-Semitism. 


By doing so they feel enormously 
heartened. By taking over the existing 
prejudice against the Jew, they, too, can 
look upon themselves as “superior.” 
There is one group of people whom they 
can treat with scorn, just as the impover- 
ished white crackers of the South are the 
most relentless foes of the Negro. 


Every Jew who clearly understands the 
psychological as well as economic signifi- 
cance of the racial issue in the United 
States is bound to support the Negro in 
his struggle for equal rights. As long as 
the Negro is discriminated against be- 
cause of his color, no Jew, in fact no 
minority group, is safe. The Negro offers 
a crucial test case in the laboratory of 
democracy. If his cause should fail, then 
democracy has failed. About this matter 
there can be no shadow of equivocation 
or compromise. One is either for or 
against. There are no neutrals in the war 
against prejudice. 

The strategy of the race-baiter is as ob- 
vious as it is sinister. He refuses to rec- 
ognize the Negro as a man and therefore 
feels justified in denying him full privi- 
leges as a citizen. Toward the Jew he is 
equally intransigent and unjust. He re- 
gards the Jews as an unassimilated re- 
ligious or racial group to be treated with 
suspicion, if not open hostility. The un- 
conscious assumption is that the Jew, like 
the Negro, is here under sufferance. He 
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is not a first-class American citizen. In 
short, the Negro should be “kept in his 
place” because he is a Negro and the rise 
of the Jew, because he is a Jew, should 
be checked by the stringent imposition of 
a “quota” system. 

Those Americans who cling to the doc- 
trine of “white supremacy” are also the 
ones who lash out fiercely against the 
Jews. The pattern is clear-cut and con- 
sistent. And the reason for the persistent 
hatred of the Jew? Waldo Frank is right: 
the Jew is the unregenerate liberal, the 
vessel dedicated to the ideal of justice. 
He believes in the brotherhood of man. 
He has always been the object, never the 
instigator, of persecution. That is why 
James Weldon Johnson declared that if 
the jinnee should suddenly appear and 
say, “ ‘I have come to carry out an inexor- 
able command to change you into a mem- 
ber of another race; make your choice.’ 
I should answer, probably, ‘Make me a 
Jew.’” 


Counteracting the influence of those 
Jews, chiefly in the South, who echo the 
racial beliefs and ape the racial manners 
of the Southern gentry is the example of 
numerous Jews who have taken a notable 
part in support of the Negro’s battle for 
civil and human rights. One of the most 
prominent figures in the cause of Negro 
betterment was that forthright critic and 
champion of good causes, Joel E. Spin- 
garn. In 1916 he called a conference to 
deal with the Negro problem. He agitated 
in World War I for training-officer schools 
for Negroes. He established the Spingarn 
Medal, designed to encourage creative ef- 
fort among Negroes, awarded each year 
for the highest achievement in any of the 
arts by an American Negro. More im- 
portant perhaps than all this was his work 
as a member of the inner circle of the 
National Association for the Advance- 
ment of Colored People. He was an elo- 
quent and impassioned spokesman for 
equality of rights for all people. In Dusk 
of Dawn, Du Bois speaks of him enthusi- 
astically: “I do not think that any other 
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white man ever touched me emotionally 
so closely as Joel Spingarn. He was one of 
those vivid, enthusiastic but clear-think- 
ing idealists which from age to age the 
Jewish race has given the world.” 


Invidious comparisons between Jews 
and Negroes are not only misleading but, 
scientifically speaking, meaningless. If 
two groups resemble each other in one 
adventitious characteristic, it does not fol- 
low they are commensurable. Both Ne- 
groes and Jews are minority groups in 
the United States and both have behind 
them a record of appalling suffering be- 
cause of persecution. From here on, how- 
ever, the parallel ceases and basic differ- 
ences of pattern, of tradition, of historic 
development emerge. 

Even the similarities are suspect and 
unfair. They beg the question, they load 
the dice. To designate one group as a 
“minority group” does not mean much 
unless we also determine its social and 
historical origins as well as its present 
situation, racially, politically, and eco- 
nomically. Furthermore, a past of per- 
secution constitutes no bond of affinity. 
People are persecuted for different rea- 
sons, and that makes all the difference. 
The Jews themselves, like the Negroes, 
are not a racially or religiously homo- 
geneous group. There is no typical Jew 
and no typical Negro. But for purposes 
of discourse, let us compare the situa- 
tion of the Russian Jews, who at the 
end of the nineteenth and early part of 
the twentieth century migrated to the 
United States as a result of pogroms 
in their native land, with the original 
plight of the Negroes. 

The latter were dragged from their na- 
tive habitat by force, chained in the hold 
of a slave ship and sold in America on the 
auction block. They were regarded as 
commodities, not as human beings. They 
had no “rights” of their own. Slowly, 
under the lash of necessity and harsh 
treatment, they had to learn new ways, 
master a new language, adapt them- 
selves to a new, cruel, and bewildering 
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environment. The trauma of slavery is 
what ineradicably brands the soul of 
the Negro. It leaves a permanent scar. 
This he can never forget, this he is never 
allowed to forget. Once he was the slave 
of the white man. Now he is the descen- 
dant of slaves, a menial, a cultural helot, 
a social Ishmaelite, because he bears in 
his skin the stigma of his racial inferiority. 

The Jews, too, are hypersensitive, fear- 
ful, unconsciously harboring what may 
be called a collective anxiety neurosis 
because their minds have been seared by 
the hot irons of oppression and discrimi- 
nation. Their trauma is the shock of en- 
forced exile, the shock of suffering and 
endless humiliation and terror. They are 
fated to be wanderers on the face of the 
earth, rootless, admitted under sufferance, 
then unaccountably driven out, to resume 
the old bitter journey of exile, till they 
are almost resigned to their historic fate. 

There is then no justification for com- 
paring Jews and Negroes on the basis of 
ability and achievement, incidence of 
crime, culture and creativity. It is much 
more to the point to emphasize the dis- 
tinctive virtues of each race, the noble 
idealism of the Jews, the fortitude and 
gentleness and remarkable vitality of the 
Negroes, a people that after more than two 
centuries of abject slavery could take up 
its life anew and fight on, despite the ter- 
rible handicap of color still imposed on 
them, toward the goal of a better life. If, 
under the spur of destitution and dis- 
crimination, Negroes are driven to crime, 
that is understandable. For crime is a 
social and not a racial disease. And if, in 
spite of these formidable obstacles, the 
Negroes raise their voice in song, write 
books, create works of scholarship and 
art, shall we disparage the achievement 
by insinuating that it is inferior to what 
some other minority group, equally handi- 
capped, has brilliantly achieved? 

In literature as in politics a kind of 
provincialism often prevails, all the more 
damaging because it is unconscious in 
content. If a Jewish writer takes an inter- 
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est in Negro literature and the Negro 
problem he tends to awaken the scorn 
and derision of other Jews. Why should 
he concern himself with the tribulations 
of the Negroes and turn a deaf ear to 
the tragedy of his own people? The as- 
sumption here is emotionally challenging: 
this is an act of betrayal. Once a Jew al- 
ways a Jew. The tribal law still binds us 
together. Each must remain true to his 
own kind. Let the Negroes take care of 
themselves. They deserve our sympathy 
but their problem is one that they them- 
selves must solve. The Jew must bear his 
own cross of affliction and extend a help- 
ing hand to his own suffering brethren, 
and he must do so because of the fact that 
he is a Jew. 

It has not always been thus and signs 
of a new orientation are at last beginning 
to appear. In the eighteenth century the 
philosophers looked upon themselves as 
citizens of the world, belonging to all hu- 
manity, devoted to the ideal of establish- 
ing the City of Man. Every man was a 
brother. That, too, is the cardinal teach- 
ing of Judaism as well as Christianity. 
The Negroes command our love not be- 
cause of any sentimental weakness: a 
desire to go “aslumming” and thus gratify 
our secret sense of superiority. No, it is 
not that. The feeling cuts much deeper 
than that. One is not a Negrophile by 
choice. The Negro problem seizes upon us 
and works its will. We cannot help our- 
selves. Psychoanalytically it would be 
easy to account for the obsessed interest 
of the intellectual Jew in the Negro prob- 
lem. Here is a clear case of identification. 
The Jew, himself a victim of discrimina- 
tion, imaginatively projects himself into 
the skin of the Negro. But an explanation 
is no justification. The fact of injustice 
remains. In fact, by defending the cause 
of the Negro in America the Jew is actu- 
ally fighting his own battle. So long as 
there is injustice or discrimination, he is 
not safe and democracy is not safe. 

That Jews and Negroes as well as other 
minority groups should fail to learn the 
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lesson of cooperation would constitute 
one of the ironies of American history. To 
the pragmatic mind such a union of forces 
would be dictated by elementary “laws” 
of self-interest. As minority groups their 
bargaining power and fighting strength 
would be greatly augmented by such an 
alliance. For a democracy that decides 
issues by counting votes is peculiarly sen- 
sitive to a display of united strength. 

But there are grounds more important 
than this for recommending organizational 
unity between the two minority groups. 
Both have a stake in emphasizing the 
ideological promise of American democ- 
racy as formulated in documents like the 
Declaration of Independence, the Consti- 
tution, the Atlantic Charter. That is how 
they can advance their cause: by pointing 
to flagrant contradictions in the behavior 
of Americans, the glaring dualism be- 
tween dream and reality, promise and 
performance. By tearing at the vitals of 
America’s conscience, by pointing to the 
way the American Creed is being vio- 
lated, they gain a strategic advantage in 
the struggle for equality of rights. 

At a time like the present, when the 
soil of devastated Europe has been ferti- 
lized by the blood and ashes of millions 
of Jews murdered by the Nazis, and the 
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pitiful remnant are fleeing in terror and 
hope to Palestine despite the British pol- 
icy of warring against further immigra- 
tion, the proposal that American Jews 
accept another heavy burden and in the 
name of justice battle for the full equality 
of Negroes in the United States must 
seem like madness. Common sense would 
dictate that each race succor its own suf- 
fering brethren. Yet this very dispersal 
of effort results in an unfortunate nar- 
rowing of the problem, which is world- 
wide, not parochial in scope. The sooner 
this is realized the better for all con- 
cerned. The object is not to gain isolated 
victories on far-flung battlefields but to 
join forces and fight the common enemy 
by presenting an invincibly united front. 
That is the least that minority groups can 
do to safeguard themselves against epi- 
demics of prejudice and discrimination. 
If that is done, and done not occasionally 
but consistently over a long period of 
time, the bigot will meet his match. His 
attacks will encounter a defence more 
powerful than he bargained for. Eternal 
vigilance is the price of justice as well as 
of freedom. If the problem of world peace 
is indivisible, so is the problem of justice 
for minority groups, Jews as well as 
Negroes, the world over. 
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HEN HERBERT SAMUEL came to 
\ live in the Government House 

in Jerusalem as Palestine’s first 
High Commissioner, he gave orders against 
keeping dogs in the house, so as not to 
hurt the feelings of the Moslems, and for- 
bade the servants to wear the “tarbush,” 
the customary Moslem headgear, in order 
not to hurt the feelings of the Jews. Lord 
Edward Hay, who was Samuel’s adjutant, 
was incensed against both orders, and im- 
mediately bought a dog and gave him the 
name “Tarbush.” The story is told by the 
late Brigadier Frederick C. Kisch in his 
Palestine Diary. This story is character- 
istic not only of the policies pursued by 
Sir Herbert Samuel in Palestine but of 
his whole personality. 

Herbert Samuel’s tenure of office in 
Palestine has been and still is a contro- 
versial issue. He has been accused by 
some of being a traitor to the Zionist 
cause, others praised his record, and still 
others attempted to excuse his mistakes 
by citing many extenuating circum- 
stances. Herbert Samuel himself chose to 
ignore his critics and refused to be drawn 
into public debates. 

The publication of his Memoirs which 
he entitled Grooves of Change provided 
Lord Samuel with an excellent opportu- 
nity to review thoroughly the five years 
of his rule in Palestine and appraise his 
service to the cause of Jewish Palestine. 
Unfortunately, the author devoted only 
two chapters of his book to the Palestine 
question and subsequently the review of 
the years of his service as High Commis- 
sioner, is quite sketchy. 

The detailed criticism of his policies in 
Palestine which appears in countless his- 
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tories of modern Palestine remains largely 
unanswered in Samuel’s autobiography 
except for a footnote in which letters re- 
ceived from Weizmann, and the Zionist 
Executive, praising his record in Pales- 
tine are produced. 

But Samuel’s autobiography provides 
the reader with enough material to un- 
derstand the whole personality of this 
interesting but colorless Anglo-Jewish 
statesman. It might well be that Lord 
Samuel would object to being called an 
“Anglo-Jewish” statesman and would pre- 
fer to go down in history as a British 
statesman whose Jewishness did not pre- 
vent him in any way from rendering a 
significant service to the British Empire. 
But there is good reason to believe that 
although Lord Samuel wishes it otherwise, 
historians will remember him mostly for 
the five years that he served as the first 
British High Commissioner in Palestine. 

Herbert Samuel was a third generation 
Englishman and the son of a successful 
banking family. Following the pattern of 
most of the old and distinguished Jewish 
families in Great Britain, orthodox cus- 
toms were observed in his home. Being 
financially independent, he chose a polit- 
ical career in the Liberal Party. The two 
outstanding characteristics of his career 
seem to have been ambition and caution. 
In his youth, Samuel advocated mild so- 
cial reforms but he was too cautious a 
man even to flirt with socialism. 

He was elected to Parliament in 1902 
after persistent and unsuccessful efforts 
which lasted ten years. During the years 
before World War I, he was considered 
one of the bright young men of the Lib- 
eral Party. He chose to specialize in the 
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African problem and his speeches on the 
floor of Commons were logical and eru- 
dite, but cold. He remained that way all 
of his life. Frederick Kisch says in his 
diary that whenever he emerged from 
Samuel’s office he felt as if someone had 
poured a bucket of cold water on his head. 

In 1906, Samuel was appointed Under- 
secretary in the Home Office, then Post- 
master General, and finally on the eve of 
the war in 1914, Lord Asquith appointed 
him Home Secretary. In this important 
post, Herbert Samuel was successful but 
never spectacular. He took every precau- 
tion not to show any solicitude for Jewish 
war refugees in Britain and dealt severely 
with Jews who were classed as “undesir- 
able aliens.” In his Memoirs there is no 
mention of Jewish refugees, but Sir Her- 
bert reports with pride, and at length on 
his efforts to provide a haven for the 
thousands of Belgian refugees. 

Little if anything was known about the 
role played by Herbert Samuel in the 
issuance of the Balfour Declaration. It is 
now clear from his book that his was a 
signal contribution. As far back as No- 
vember 9, 1914, Herbert Samuel, after 
many talks with Chaim Weizmann, and 
after acquainting himself with Zionist lit- 
erature, made persistent efforts to con- 
vince Foreign Secretary, Sir Edward Grey, 
to establish in Palestine, as he puts it, a 
“Jewish State.” A few weeks later he cir- 
culated a memorandum among the cabi- 
net members in which he elaborated his 
views. The pro-Zionist position taken by 
Herbert Samuel is especially commend- 
able since it was in direct conflict with 
his determination to put his career as a 
British statesman before any other attach- 
ment. His nephew Edwin Montague, who 
was at that time a member of the govern- 
ment, though not of the Cabinet, opposed 
Samuel’s plan and fought bitterly the 
final approval of the Balfour Declaration. 

That Samuel had good reason to be 
cautious in the advocacy of a Jewish 
State in Palestine, can be seen from the 
following excerpt from Lord Asquith’s 
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Diary: “I have just received from Herbert 
Samuel a memorandum headed, ‘The 
Future of Palestine.’ He goes on to argue, 
at considerable length and with some ve- 
hemence in favor of the British annex- 
ation of Palestine, a country the size of 
Wales, much of it barren mountain and 
part of it waterless. He thinks we might 
plant in this not very promising territory, 
three or four million European Jews and 
that this would have a good effect on 
those who are left behind. I confess I am 
not attracted by this proposed addition to 
our responsibilities, but it is a curious 
illustration of Dizzy’s favorite maxim that 
‘race is everything’” (italics mine). It is 
interesting that Samuel writes that he 
was “amused” by Asquith’s interpretation 
of his pro-Zionist stand. Samuel reveals 
in his Memoirs that the British Cabinet 
in January 1915 (sic!) considered at 
length the immediate proclamation of 
Palestine as a Jewish State and the 
speedy colonization of three or four mil- 
lion Jews there. These British Zionphobes 
like Storrs, Spears, and others who “ex- 
plain” that the Balfour Declaration was 
issued in order to placate the American 
Jews and overcome their opposition to 
the British loan, are guilty, as Lord 
Samuel proves it, of willful distortion of 
the historical facts. 

The decision to substitute the words 
“Jewish National Home” for “Jewish 
State” in the Balfour Declaration was 
taken after long and careful discussions 
held during several cabinet meetings and 
after many prominent leaders of British 
Jewry expressed their hostility to the 
whole plan. 

Herbert Samuel earned the gratitude of 
his people for the courageous fight for 
the Balfour Declaration, but historians 
will undoubtedly add that he made a 
tragic mistake in accepting Lloyd George’s 
offer to become Palestine’s first High 
Commissioner. The post required a bold 
and imaginative man, not hampered by 
any emotional conflicts, who would strive 
toward the goal set in the Balfour Decla- 
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ration to establish in Palestine a Jewish 
National Home in the shortest possible 
time. As a Jew in His Majesty’s Service 
and by the very nature of his personality, 
Samuel was a poor choice for the job. The 
sly Welshman must have known that 
Samuel would lean backward not to fa- 
vor the Jewish cause. It is a pity that 
Weizmann and Sokolow, whom Samuel 
consulted before accepting the appoint- 
ment, did not advise him against this step. 
Samuel quotes in his Memoirs from a 
letter he sent to Lloyd George informing 
him of his decision to accept the appoint- 
ment, and setting down the policy he in- 
tended to follow: “The fulfillment of the 
Zionist programme must, from the nature 
of the case, be gradual and very con- 
siderate for the interests of the Arabs 
and Christians. Jewry in Palestine and 
throughout the world, would be more 
likely to practice patience, without losing 
enthusiasm, if the pace was set by an 
Administrator who was known to be in 
full sympathy with the ultimate aim, than 
if it were set by anyone else. . .” 

In his Memoirs he is even more ex- 
plicit: “I had been appointed with full 
knowledge of His Majesty’s Government 
of my Zionist sympathies, and no doubt 
largely because of them. But I was there 
to administer the country, not for the 
benefit of one section of the population 
only but for all; not commissioned by the 
Zionists but in the name of the King.” 

It is clear from these statements that 
Herbert Samuel was convinced that as 
the British representative in Palestine, 
his obligations were equal to both the 
Arabs and the Jews. Colonel Kisch once 
pointed out that this was an entirely er- 
roneous interpretation of the Balfour 
Declaration. The Declaration, he said, 
clearly implies that it is the obligation of 
the British administration in Palestine to 
give active aid and support to the Jews 
to build a Jewish National Home, while 
its obligation to the Arabs is limited to 
the protection of their “civil and religious 
rights.” 
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Sir Herbert was very much mistaken 
in assuming that being a Jew, the Pales- 
tinian Yishuv and world Jewry would be 
more tolerant of his blunders. The con- 
trary proved to be true. A large propor- 
tion of the Yishuv considered Herbert 
Samuel then, and still do today, a traitor 
to the cause of the upbuilding of Zion. 
He is blamed for four major mistakes 
which had tragic consequences for the 
Zionist cause. 


1. Being the country’s first High Com- 
missioner, he had an excellent oppor- 
tunity to see to it that the three 
hundred or so British officials who 
comprise the British Administration 
in Palestine are in accord with the 
major objective of the Balfour Dec- 
laration, and are fully capable of im- 
plementing it. This Samuel failed to 
do. Sworn enemies of Zionism like 
General Bolls, C. Richmond, Ronald 
Storrs, and many others were given 
top positions in his administration. 


At the end of Samuel’s term in 1925, 
the hundreds of British officials in the 
country were, and still are, almost 
solidly pro-Arab and anti-Jewish. The 
first High Commissioner and later his 
successors, failed to understand that 
a successful record in Kenya or Tan- 
ganyika could not have been the sole 
requirement for obtaining a high po- 
sition in the British administration 
in Palestine. 

2. It was Herbert Samuel who, as he 
admits in his Memoirs, first handed 
over Transjordan to Emir Abdullah. 
With the help of Lawrence of Arabia, 
Samuel persuaded Prince Abdullah 
to keep his hands off Syria and Iraq 
and become the ruler of Transjordan. 
This deal was the first partition of 
Palestine in flagrant violation of the 
Balfour Declaration which clearly re- 
ferred to both sides of the Jordan. 
From then on, Transjordan was cut 
off for Jewish colonization. The newly 
enthroned “King” Abdullah owes a 
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great debt of gratitude to the first 
Jewish High Commissioner of Pales- 
tine. 


Herbert Samuel dealt another blow 
to the chances for a speedy and large 
scale Jewish colonization when he 
awarded the state-owned lands of 
Beisan which formerly belonged to 
the Turkish Sultan to some Bedouin 
tribes who happened at that time to 
pitch their tents in that area. These 
lands could and should have been, 
under the terms of the Mandate, 
made available for Jewish coloniza- 
tion. As a matter of fact, the Bedouins 
who had no intention of settling on 
the land, sold some of it to the Jewish 
National Fund at fantastically exorbi- 
tant prices. It is significant that even 
now Sir Herbert Samuel does not re- 
gret this decision. He says: “I believe 
the decision itself to be right on 
merits; and by strengthening the 
people’s faith in British justice, it 
helped in the pacification of the 
whole country.” 


The most serious criticism of Samuel’s 
tenure in Palestine concerns his ap- 
pointment of Haj Amin el Husseini 
as Grand Mufti of Jerusalem. It is to 
be regretted that Sir Samuel chose 
to ignore this tragic incident in his 
autobiography. In the 1922 elections 
for the office of the Mufti, the young 
former Turkish officer Haj Amin 
came out fourth, but the High Com- 
missioner tipped the scales in his 
favor, and thus the arch-enemy of 
Zionism became the head and the 
virtual dictator of the Palestinian 
Arabs. The best that can be said for 
Samuel is that he was duped by some 


237 
of his shrewd advisers who realized 
that the able Haj Amin could effec- 
tively sabotage the Jewish coloniza- 
tion effort in Palestine. 


Herbert Samuel treated the Grand 
Mufti with reverence—almost with tim- 
idity. General Kisch relates in his diary 
that in 1924 during the celebration of 
the Arab holiday Nebi Musa, Herbert 
Samuel, resplendent in his uniform, waited 
for a whole hour in tent near Jericho for 
the Mufti’s arrival at the head of the pro- 
cession. When the Mufti finally arrived, 
Herbert Samuel, standing, extended his 
greetings to Haj Amin who was mounted 
on a horse. Kisch adds: “As a British 
officer, I felt shame and disgrace.” 

It is only fair to add, that Samuel faced 
a difficult or, maybe, an impossible per- 
sonal situation in Palestine and his au- 
thority was severely limited by the pol- 
icies decided upon in London. No one can 
doubt his great sincerity, personal integ- 
rity, and his deep sympathy for the cause 
of the upbuilding of Palestine. Chaim 
Weizmann, after reminding the retiring 
High Commissioner that he differed with 
him on many occasions, nevertheless 
wrote in a farewell letter to him: “You 
are leaving the country confident that the 
work you have done, and the wisdom 
with which you have guided the destinies 
of Palestine, have created stable condi- 
tions which will enable us to carry on 
further what you have begun so success- 
fully.” Weizmann was undoubtedly much 
too charitable in his appraisal of Samuel’s 
role in Palestine, but he apparently re- 
membered that Herbert Samuel did more 
for the Jewish people than many other 
illustrious sons of Israel who had the 
honor to serve on the high councils of 
many lands. 


The four thinkers to whom, above all others, we owe the development of 
the modern spirit have been Jews: Marx, Bergson, Freud, and Einstein. 


HAVELOCK ELuis (1936) 








~ 3 Anatomy of a "( ood German . 


ASTOR MARTIN NIEMOELLER has be- 
come a rather controversial figure in 
the two years since he was liberated 
by American troops from a Nazi prison 
camp. Divergent reports about his present 
attitudes and statements—partly contra- 
dictory to those we received before his 
liberation—have reached this country and 
caused equally divergent comments from 
outstanding personalities. 

The adverse reaction to Niemoeller 
ranges from the rather mild censure by 
Dr. Daniel Poling to the strong rejection 
by Mrs. Eleanor Roosevelt and the even 
more vigorous denunciation as an anti- 
Semite and “refined Nazi” by Chaplain 
Samuel Teitelbaum, former senior chap- 
lain in Naples, who was his host during 
his stay in Southern Italy. On the other 
hand he has been hailed by spokesmen of 
the Federal Council of Churches of Christ 
as a truly great and heroic Christian 
leader and friend of the Jews. 

What is the true story? In order to 
evaluate these contradictory reports cor- 
rectly, we must envisage the picture of 
Niemoeller’s personality against the back- 
ground of the times and the milieu which 
moulded his character, namely—the Wil- 
helminian era and the subsequent period 
before and during the Hitler regime. 
Thus we can find the explanation for 
this odd phenomenon in the inherently 
contradictory dual nature of the Niemoel- 
ler type of deeply religious protestant, 
authoritarian monarchist, and anti-Semi- 
tic, pan-German nationalist of the Wil- 
helminian era. 

German Protestantism has long been 
permeated by a strong authoritarian na- 
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tional feeling which, in the time of the 
Napoleonic wars of liberation, took the 
form of a vigorous political nationalism 
and was then even further developed in 
the Wilhelminian empire. This period wit- 
nessed a strange wedding between the 
militarily organized furor Teutonicus and 
Christian Evangelical love. The students 
of Protestant Theology of that time were 
just as fervently nationalistic as those of 
the other faculties. They were by no 
means pacifists. They were active mem- 
bers of the student corps and “Burschen- 
schaften” (fraternities) which fought san- 
guinary duels for the purpose of testing 
courage and endurance. It can therefore 
be easily understood why in Germany 
future pastors easily changed into army 
or naval officers and vice versa. To be 
sure, there emerged also among those 
German Protestant theologians some truly 
great Hebrew scholars as, for instance, 
Franz Delitzch and Strack, who were 
friendly toward Judaism, though some- 
times with a proselytizing tendency. Yet 
there were many more whose anti-Sem- 
itism (inherent in German nationalism) 
was more or less manifest, as for instance 
in the case of the founders and exponents 
of the German Protestant “Higher Crit- 
icism” of the Bible (very aptly called by 
the late Professor Schechter “High Anti- 
Semitism:” Friedrich Delitzch, Gunkel, 
Wellhausen, and others.) It is also signifi- 
cant that one of the leaders of German 
political anti-Semitism at that time was 
the “Hofprediger” Adolph Stoecker (pas- 
tor at the court of Kaiser Wilhelm) who 
later founded the Union of German Stu- 
dents, thus introducing anti-Semitism into 
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the formerly liberal university circles. It 
is also characteristic that a book, Babel 
Und Bibel (Babylon and Bible), of a de- 
cidedly anti-Semitic tendency, by the 
Protestant theologian, Professor Friedrich 
Delitzch, was favored (some say even 
sponsored) by Kaiser Wilhelm II. In view 
of these conditions, we can better under- 
stand why a man so deeply rooted in 
Protestantism as Niemoeller, the son of 
a pastor, became first a naval officer, be- 
fore he turned to the pulpit, and later, 
in the second World War, again offered 
his military services to the Third Reich. 
We can also believe that he was tinged 
with the above described peculiar type of 
Protestant-Wilhelminian anti-Semitism. 
For these German Protestants there 
existed, beside the trinity of the religious 
Christian dogma, another specific German 
quasi-trinity: “Gott, Koenig und Vater- 
land” (God, King, and Fatherland). 
Three different ideas, but so closely in- 
tegrated as to be inseparable though not 
identical. There was no conflict between 
the State and the King on the one side, 
and the Protestant church on the other, 
because the State and King supported 
the church, and the church, in turn, aided 
the State and the King. There was no 
division necessary between the things 
which were God’s and those that were 
Caesar’s, for the Caesar was a Caesar by 
the grace of God, under His special pro- 
tection, and he in turn defended Him in 
his capacity of “defender of the faith.” 
The mainstays of this Wilhelminian sys- 
tem were the professional soldiers, the 
Protestant clergy, the public officials of 
the Civil Service, the Junkers and the 
industrialists. These strands of Wilhelm- 
inian society were closely interwoven and 
were, so-to-speak, interchangeable parts 
of the same structure. The sons of the 
land-Junkers or pastors, who didn’t want 
to follow the occupation of their fathers, 
became public officials or went into the 
army or industry, and vice versa. When 
the German empire collapsed, these pil- 
lars of its main structure remained un- 
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scathed. Their most fervent desire and 
ambition was from then on to tear up 
the Treaty of Versailles, which they called 
the “Document of German Dishonor,” and 
to rebuild the old German Reich behind 
the screen of the Weimar Republic which 
they used as a camouflage from without, 
while undermining it at the same time 
from within. These leaders of the national 
restoration considered the Nazi party, in 
spite of certain objectionable features, a 
suitable means to carry with them the 
masses of the petty bourgeoisie and work- 
ers. The Nazis, on the other hand, who 
needed the support of these influential 
groups badly, tried, in the beginning, to 
conceal their anti-religious, anti-monarch- 
istic tendencies. 

We can therefore accept the authentic- 
ity of the reports according to which Nie- 
moeller also belonged to those early na- 
tionalist supporters of the Nazi party. Dr. 
Daniel Poling stated in the New York 
Post of June 15, 1945: “I first met Martin 
Niemoeller in Berlin in 1930. Then he 
was friendly to the Hitler program.” 


No wonder, because he was one of the 
organizers of the notorious Organization 
Escherich, one of the main nuclei of the 
later SA and SS. (Niemoeller, From U- 
Boat to Pulpit, p. 187.) According to 
Time, February 3, 1947, “he joined a 
group of militarists in the abortive (right- 
ist) Kapp Putsch of 1920, and a few years 
later became one of Hitler’s early fol- 
lowers.” A recently discovered Nazi doc- 
ument from the files of Alfred Rosenberg 
revealed “that the pastor had voted for 
the Nazis since 1924 although not a mem- 
ber of the party, and that his sermons had 
nothing to do with politics, but only criti- 
cized Nazi mistreatment of the church.” 
(Times Herald, March 29, 1947.) 

The pastor thus told only the truth 
when he said to reporters: “Up until 1938 
I had nourished the hope that National 
Socialism, if it had gone the right way, 
might have developed into a system for 
creating good for the German people.” 
(Chicago Sun, December 7, 1945.) We 
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also have convincing proof of Niemoeller’s 
anti-Semitism from his own statements 
shown later. 

Rabbi Max Schenk of Temple Emman- 
uel, Sydney, attended with a party of fifty 
clergymen, lecturers, and writers, under 
the leadership of Sherwood Eddy, a lec- 
ture by Niemoeller in 1937. Rabbi Schenk 
asked afterwards of Niemoeller, “What 
do you think about the Jewish situation 
in Germany?” In his reply, writes Rabbi 
Schenk, “His tone became sharp and ac- 
curate. He flung his hands violently 
around his head and said, “There are too 
many Jews in Germany.’ At a time when 
there were no more than 350,000 Jews 
in the Germany of 70,000,000 people!” 
(Canadian Jewish Chronicle, July 6, 1945.) 


The Christian Century of June 28, 1939, 
contained an article by Ewart Edmund 
Turner (one-time pastor of the American 
Church in Berlin) who had this to say: 
“With passion he (Niemoeller) rejected 
everything termed individualism, parlia- 
mentarism, Marxism, Jewry.” However, 
this same paper published on January 15, 
1947 an editorial entitled, “Play Fair 
With Niemoeller,” saying the following: 
“The Jews had a share in making him 
(Niemoeller) what he became and have 
good reason to appreciate what he tried 
to do. The Dahlem Pastor was first dis- 
ciplined by the Nazis for writing an 
article in the August, 1933 issue of the 
Young Church attacking Hitler’s treat- 
ment of the Jews. Now that the war is 
over he has struck again and again at 
the surviving roots of anti-Semitism.” 

Similar statements were made by the 
general secretary of the Federal Council 
of Churches of Christ in America, Dr. 
Samuel McCrae Cavert, when he intro- 
duced Niemoeller at a public service in 
New York on Sunday, January 19, 1947, 
where the above-mentioned Pastor Tur- 
ner also officiated. This writer, who at- 
tended the service, tried to get at the 
source of these statements and was told 
in a letter by Dr. Cavert that his refer- 
ences “, . . were based upon a statement 
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of Rev. Ewart E. Turner, who was min- 
ister of the American Church in Berlin 
at the time and who remembers the 
article well.” 

When this writer finally got hold of an 
original copy of the November (not Au- 
gust) 1933 issue of the Junge Kirche, he 
was greatly surprised to find that the 
article in question was written in an out- 
spoken, anti-Semitic vein: 

We have to recognize the converted Jews as 
members with full rights in the community 
whether we like it or not. ... A church law of 
that kind [meaning one introducing the Aryan 
paragraph] is contrary to our articles of faith. 
. . . This cognizance demands of us, who as a 
people have suffered heavily under the influence 
of the Jewish people, a high degree of self- 
denial so that the desire to be relieved of this 
demand is understandable. The latter, however, 
is impossible, since we, as a church, are not 
permitted to invalidate the confession. . . . This 
question can only be approached in such a way 
as to expect ... from office holders of Jewish 
origin that they, in view of the current preva- 
lent “weakness” impose upon themselves the 
required restraint so as to avoid any offense. 
It will hardly be advisable that today a pastor 
of non-Aryan descent accept an office in the 
ruling body of the church or a particularly con- 
spicuous position in the people’s mission. How- 
ever, this cannot be done by way of law. Other- 
wise it would mean a surrender of our Christian 
liberty which can only be given up voluntarily, 
but cannot be imposed. . . . Thus it happens, 
against our will, that here it is demanded that 
we take a basic stand, whether it pleases us or 
not. (Translated from the German by the writer.) 


At that time, in 1933, Niemoeller ap- 
parently didn’t yet know what genuine 
Hitler racialism meant. As mentioned be- 
fore, the Nazis at first did not show their 
true colors until their sole domination 
of Germany was firmly secured. Once this 
was achieved, they revealed fully their 
true ideology, trying to destroy com- 
pletely the structure of the old Christian 
trinity as well as that of the specific Ger- 
man quasi-trinity of God, King, and 
Fatherland, and substituting a new trin- 
ity of their own: One People, One Reich, 
One Fuehrer (Ein Volk, Ein Reich, Ein 
Fuehrer). The idea of God was com- 
pletely eliminated from this formula and 
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instead the spurious concept of the new 
German godhead was implanted in the 
minds of the German people; this false 
god was identical with the people, the 
State and the Fuehrer, so as to make 
these terms, as it were, interchangeable. 
This doctrine represented a Nazified mod- 
ification of the principle of “l'état c’est 
moi” with the addition of “Blubo,” the 
mystical Nazi concept of a German people 
born out of the “holy” elements of Blut 
und Boden (blood and soil). The Fuehrer 
was a sort of king by the grace of God, 
though not anointed with the holy oil by 
a high servant of the church, since his 
“God” was the German people which 
manifested its sanction by ballots and 
spurious plebiscites. Having received this 
sanction, the Fuehrer then became “God” 
himself and was praised as such in the 
hymns of the Hitler youth whose motto 
was: “The Fuehrer is our God.” This 
doctrine permitted no separation between 
the things which are God’s and those 
which are Caesar’s (the Fuehrer’s) , since 
a God in the old sense was no longer 
recognized. 

It was inevitable that a man of such 
strong convictions and as deeply rooted 
in traditional Protestantism as Pastor 
Niemoeller, should reject such pagan doc- 
trines with all the power of his personal- 
ity. It was not freedom of worship and 
freedom of speech which he was fighting 
for. He was above all fighting against the 
pagan forces which tried to suppress all 
Christianity and to extirpate it with all 
its roots in the Old Testament from the 
soil of Germany. In his sermons of No- 
vember 15, 28, December 20, and May 17, 
1937, Pastor Niemoeller bore witness that 
a plan to destroy Christianity as a whole 
was part and parcel of the Nazi “order” 
and not the isolated idea of an extremist. 
In these he said the following: “... (The 
Lord Jesus Christ) is not longer tolerated 
in public life, in the press or in the lec- 
ture rooms, and the youth organizations 
and training camps (the Ordensburgen 
and Schulungslager) have cast him out. 
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The end of the Christian era has been 
solemnly proclaimed, and within a short 
time this proclamation will become a real- 
ity in every way. ... (“God Is My 
Fuehrer. The Last Sermons” by Pastor 
Martin Niemoeller, p. 36.) He said 
further: “It may sound frightful and 
may well inspire us with horror to hear 
a high representative of the ruling power 
declare in a student training camp: ‘Na- 
tional socialism makes this claim in all 
seriousness: I am the Lord thy God. Thou 
shalt have no other gods beside me.’” 
(Cf. pp. 44-45.) 

Yet the same Pastor Niemoeller ad- 
mitted that he volunteered in 1939 to 
join the German armed forces, saying: 
“If there is a war, a German man doesn’t 
ask the question whether the war is just 
or unjust, whether the aim is this or that, 
but feels instinctively he is bound to 
serve in some way” (UP June 6, 1945). 

As to the question why his offer was 
not accepted, we must remember the fate 
of the monarchistic generals of the old 
school who were considered a menace to 
the Hitler regime (and rightly so, as 
proved by the revolt of the generals in 
July, 1944) and were therefore gradually 
liquidated. It is significant in this con- 
nection that the Nazi-inspired organ of 
the German-American Bund, The Free 
American, in its issue of November 20, 
1941, denounced Niemoeller as a “mon- 
archist dissenter who revolted against the 
established government.” 

From all this we gather the picture of 
a personality which shows a quaint com- 
bination of completely contradictory fea- 
tures. Here is a man who is coolly navi- 
gating in the world of realities and as a 
submarine commander is recklessly send- 
ing innocent people to their wet graves 
out of an ecstatic Teutonic heroism and 
ardent devotion to his German nation 
and fatherland—and an anti-Semite, to 
boot. Yet the same man is deeply steeped 
in a mystic form of Christianity, a religion 
of love and peace centering around the 
figure of a suffering, crucified Jew. This 
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man who risked his life (the above-men- 
tioned Rosenberg file confirmed that the 
Nazis were firmly resolved to kill Nie- 
moeller) in his fight against the neo- 
pagan religion of Nazi racialism can thus 
hardly be termed a “refined Nazi” as was 
done by Chaplain Teitelbaum. However, 
we cannot close our eyes to the fact that 
a process of regression had taken place 
within the German nation which led in 
a direct line from the German Reichts- 
staat (a “state governed by justice”) into 
the jungle of the “Nazi order” of canni- 
balism and from the uncanny, unnatural 
Niemoeller-type of Christianized German 
to the prototype of SS commander of the 
death camps who was no longer inhibited 
by the super-imposed burden of a “mor- 
bid Christianized form of Judaism.” 

It is not surprising, therefore, that the 
Protestant churches in the U.S. and Great 
Britain are gravely concerned about the 
moral collapse in Germany and are 
deeply interested in the salvation of the 
souls of the German people which were 
despoiled and corrupted by Hitler. What 
these worried churchmen probably over- 
looked in inviting Niemoeller to give ad- 
dresses in fifty American cities, was the 
danger inherent in the German National 
Protestantism which so easily changes 
into a German Protestant Nationalism 
bent upon rebuilding the old German 
Reich. On the other hand, the Protestant 
churches had reason to be disturbed by 
the tremendous inroads made amongst 
the German people by the Catholic 
church which has evidently embarked on 
a vigorous campaign to undo the Luth- 
eran reformation and to turn the clock 
back by four centuries. 

The Federal Council, in order to enlist 
the help of the American people in its 
campaign to influence the Germans, had 
to choose a figure well-known in the 
United States that could be presented as 
the prototype of the “good German.” Yet 
the Protestant church in Germany had 
not produced figures of such a format as 
Cardinals Faulhaber and Preysing and 
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the Bishops Galen and Groeber. Thus, 
they had no other choice than Niemoel- 
ler, although he had only a small follow- 
ing in Germany. In order to attain greater 
stature, Niemoeller was made spiritual 
head of the Confessional Protestant 
Church in Greater Hesse (comprising one 
million members) an alternate on the Pro- 
visional Committee of the World Council 
of Churches and vice-chairman of the 
Council of the newly organized “Evan- 
gelical Church in Germany” in charge of 
foreign relations. Thus, a spokesman of 
the Federal Council could declare regard- 
ing the invitation of Niemoeller: “The 
Federal Council’s objective in this con- 
nection is, of course, to influence the Ger- 
man people to follow the democratic lines 
which we desire it to pursue in the future. 
For the sake of this objective we are try- 
ing to establish the strongest contacts 
we can with the most progressive leader- 
ship in the German church. Pastor Nie- 
moeller is the key person through whom 
we may hope to develop the kind of rela- 
tionships with the German church which 
offer the most hope for the future.” 

The “progressiveness” and “democratic 
tendencies” of Niemoeller are well illus- 
trated by his statements made after his 
liberation: 

German Generals, industrialists, and Junkers are 
not war criminals and the establishment of de- 
mocracy in Germany is impossible, [Chaplain 
Teitelbaum] . .. The democratic form of gov- 
ernment suitable to govern the German people 
has not yet been discovered. The German people 
long for authority. That was one of the reasons 
which gave Hitler such success. (UP June 6, 1945.) 

We can, therefore, accept as authentic 
reports that Niemoeller’s ideas concern- 
ing the re-education and denazification of 
the German people differ widely from 
those of the AMG authorities, who there- 
fore canceled Niemoeller’s lectures. 

Niemoeller’s most ardent desire is evi- 
dently to restore the Germany as he knew 
it and we ought to be very apprehensive 
lest a support by the Protestant churches 
in the U.S. given to the German Protes- 
tant Church, represented by Niemoeller, 
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become another big factor in rebuilding 
that militaristic and imperialistic German 
Reich which we all have so much reason 
to fear and which it was decided in Pots- 
dam should never rise again. 

This apprehension was apparently 
shared by the U. S. State Department 
which acknowledged it had forbidden 
Niemoeller to discuss politics during his 
current American tour. (Washington 
Times Herald, January 11, 1947.) How- 
ever, Niemoeller didn’t have to discuss 
“politics” in order to achieve his end. And 
so he didn’t. He could much better attain 
this objective of presenting to the Ameri- 
can people a facade of the “reconstructed, 
good German” by preaching and telling 
how the “totalitarianism of Hitler has 
been replaced by the totalitarianism of 
the Lord Jesus.” (Speech of January 19, 
1947, New York.) His name drew capacity 
audiences wherever he spoke. His meet- 
ings became, in particular, rallying points 
for the German Americans, many of 
whom had been openly or secretly Nazi 
sympathizers, and were enthusiastic over 
the aura of respectability surrounding a 
figure which must have personified to 
them the hope of a restored Germany. 
Rabbi Stephen Wise wrote in the name 
of the American Jewish Congress a 
strong letter of protest to the Federal 
Council which concluded as follows: “To 
bring the Rev. Mr. Niemoeller here with 
his lamentable past of unequivocal sup- 
port of Hitler until his church was hurt, 
and with his obvious appeals for the 
German nation, irrespective of its present 
political trends, is to render a very great 
disservice to our own country and that 
democratic idealism which is its convic- 
tion and distinction.” This protest, how- 
ever, had few repercussions outside Jew- 
ish circles. There were also protests from 
small liberal Protestant groups as for 
instance in Boston, which could hardly 
have affected the success of Niemoeller’s 
“good-will tour.” Niemoeller mentioned 
in his speeches the Jewish question only 
in passing. 
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At a press conference in New York on 
January 20, 1947, he said that “anti- 
Semitism in Germany and Central Europe 
is dead.” This strange statement, which 
is in diametrical contradiction to authen- 
tic reports of increasing anti-Semitism in 
Germany, created some flurries in the 
liberal papers (though strong protests in 
the Jewish press). At the same confer- 
ence, he said also, “Compassion for Jews, 
pity for Jews and the feeling that what 
was done to the Jews has been avenged, 
not by the Allies, but by God, is one of 
the most outstanding psychic reactions in 
our nation.” Two months later the Min- 
ister of Agriculture in Bavaria, one Dr. 
Joseph Baumgarten, said, “. . . to my 
great regret I had to attend the Jewish 
congress at Bad Reichenhall; the only 
pleasant thing during this congress was 
the unanimous conclusion to leave Ger- 
many.” (PM, April 4, 1947.) 


Niemoeller’s wife, in Buffalo, urged 
Americans to pray for the Germans and 
send as many letters and gifts as possible 
because the effect of this demonstration 
of forgiveness will strengthen all Chris- 
tian churches and aid in establishing 
world peace, “Many Germans have been 
bad, but God forgives us and he asks 
that we forgive our enemies and love 
each other as ourselves.” Pastor Niemoel- 
ler, too, emphasized repeatedly his hope 
for forgiveness for the guilt of the Ger- 
man people in exterminating six mil- 
lion Jews. 


According to Jewish tradition, atone- 
ment for sins is predicated upon prayer, 
penitence, and restitution. We haven't 
heard of prayers in the German nation 
for Jews, nor of real penitence and we 
are certain that nothing has been done 
towards restitution for the immeasurable 
wrong done to the Jewish people. Nie- 
moeller, however, seems to think that his 
declarations are enough to attain forgive- 
ness for the Germans from God, with 
whom he is apparently on good terms. 
Dieu nous pardonnera, c’est son métier ... 
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MURAL FOR A DREAM 


By ELeanor ALLETTA CHAFFEE 


This is my country, and its map is laid 

Clear to the eye, and clearer to the mind.... 

It is the column, moving and afraid, 

Uncertain yet unhalted, of the blind 

To whom nobility and sacrifice are words 

To be learned, as a child begins to talk: 

Who dream of flight as dream small, helpless birds 
While yet on soil precariously they walk. 


My country is the frightened and the weak 
Who look not back, and cannot see ahead: 
Who stumble toward a goal they do not seek 
Over the ground where those who bore them bled 
And were forgotten. 
It is the weeping child 
Lost in a world he does not understand: 
It is the sound of drums, and drifted wild 
Music above the quick, insistent band. 


It is the hope that will not go down under 
The desolate tide engulfing reason, thought: 
It is the growing sound of threatening thunder 
Presaging storm against walls that were wrought 
From stone four-square, eroded by the lust 
For power and for prestige. 
(It was blood 
That mortared barriers against the dust 
Time sifts, relentless, in an unchecked flood.) 


It is the banner and the bugle note 

To all who hear: to those who will not waken. 
It is the tear salt in the moving throat: 

The pennant flies: the city is not taken... . 











At the Will 


By ANTON CHEKHOV 


(Translated from the Russian by AvRAHM YARMOLINSKY) 


HE MILLER, ALEXEY BIRUKOV, a big, 
[ret thick-set, middle-aged man 
who resembled in face and figure the 
uncouth, heavy-footed, rough seamen of 
whom boys dream after reading Jules 
Verne, was seated in front of his hut 
lazily sucking at his pipe. He wore gray 
breeches made of coarse army cloth, and 
large clumsy boots, but no jacket or cap, 
although it was late autumn and the 
weather was chilly and damp. The mist 
seeped freely through his unbuttoned 
shirt, but the miller’s huge body that was 
as tough as a bunion seemed to be in- 
sensitive to cold. His red, beefy face was, 
as usual, apathetic and expressionless as 
if he had just been sleeping, and his small 
eyes drowned in fat stared grimly from 
under his eyebrows, surveying the dam, 
the two sheds, and the ancient, deformed 
willows. 

Two monks from the neighboring mon- 
astery who had just arrived, Kleopa, a 
tall, white-haired old man in a cassock 
bespattered with mud and a patched 
calotte, and Diodor, black-haired and 
swarthy, apparently a Georgian, in an 
ordinary peasant sheepskin coat, were 
bustling near the sheds. They were un- 
loading from carts the sacks of rye 
brought to be ground. At some distance, 
on the brown muddy grass, sat the miller’s 
helper, Yevsey, a beardless young fellow 
in a tattered coat that was too short. He 
was dead drunk. He held a fishing net 
in his hands, making believe that he was 
mending it. 

For a long time the miller looked about 
and held his peace; then he stared at the 
monks who were hauling the sacks and 
said in a thick voice: 


“You monks, why have you been fishing 
in the river? Who said you could?” 

The monks made no reply and did not 
even glance at the miller. 

He kept quiet for a while, then lit his 
pipe and went on: 

“You fish yourselves, and you let the 
townsmen do it, too. I leased the river 
from you and from the town, too. I pay 
you money, so the fish are mine and no- 
body’s got the right to catch it. You pray 
all right, but you don’t think it’s a sin 
to steal.” 

The miller yawned, fell silent again and 
then went on grumbling: 

“Look at the habit they’ve got into! 
They think because they’re monks and 
they’re signed up to be saints, there’s no 
law against them, I'll lodge a complaint 
with the justice of the peace. He won’t 
pay no mind to your cassock and you'll 
have plenty of time to find out what the 
clink’s like. Or maybe I'll settle your 
hash for you without troubling his Honor. 
If I just catch you fishing I'll give it you 
in the neck, so you'll lose your appetite 
for fish till Judgment Day.” 

“Don’t use such language, Alexey Doro- 
feich,” said Kleopa in a gentle tenor. 
“Decent God-fearing people wouldn’t talk 
that way to a dog, and we are monks!” 

“Monks!” the miller sneered. “You want 
fish? Yes? Then buy it from me, don’t 
steal!” 

“Good Lord, are we stealing?” Kleopa 
frowned. “Why use such words? True, 
our lay brothers did catch fish, but they 
had had the Father Superior’s permission 
to do so. Father Superior argues that you 
paid out the money not for the whole 
river, but only so you’d have the right 
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to set out nets near our bank. You didn’t 
get the rights to the whole river. It isn’t 
yours, or ours, it is God’s .. .” 

“Father Superior is no better’n you,” 
the miller grumbled, knocking his pipe 
against his boot. “He likes cheating, too. 
I don’t make no distinctions, Father Su- 
perior is the same to me as you or Yevsey 
there. If I catch him fishing, he'll get it 
from me too...” 

“As for your getting ready to beat up 
the monks, do as you please. It will be 
all the better for us in the world to come. 
You have already beaten up Vissarion 
and Antipy, so beat up the others.” 

“Keep still, don’t start anything with 
him!” said Diodor, pulling the other by 
the sleeve. 

Kleopa quieted down, stopped talking, 
and started hauling sacks again, while the 
miller went on scolding. He was speaking 
lazily, sucking at his pipe after each 
phrase and spitting. When he had ex- 
hausted the subject of fish, he recalled 
two sacks of his that the monks had al- 
legedly made off with, and he began to 
abuse them on account of the sacks. Then, 
noticing that Yevsey was drunk and id- 
ling, he left the monks alone and began 
bawling out his helper, filling the air with 
foul curses. 

At first the monks restrained them- 
selves and only uttered loud sighs, but 
soon Kleopa could stand it no longer. He 
clapped his hands together and said in a 
tearful voice: 

“Holy Saints, there is no worse penance 
for me than to go to the mill! It’s hell! 
Veritable hell!” 

“Don’t come then!” the miller snapped. 

“Queen of Heaven, we'd gladly keep 
away from here, but where shall we find 
another mill? Judge for yourself, except 
for yours, there isn’t a mill in this district! 
It’s a choice between starving and eating 
unmilled grain!” 

The miller wouldn’t give over but kept 
on cursing. It was plain that grumbling 
and swearing were as much a habit with 
him as sucking on his pipe. 


THE CHICAGO JEWISH FORUM 


“If only you didn’t mention the Evil 
One, at least!” Kleopa implored, blinking 
unhappily. “Keep still a while, I beg you!” 

The miller soon desisted, but not be- 
cause of Kleopa’s request. A tiny stooped 
old woman, with a kindly face, wearing 
a queer striped jacket, that looked like 
the back of a bug, appeared on the dam. 
She carried a small bundle and leaned 
on a little stick. 

“Good health to you, my dears!” she 
lisped, making a low bow to the monks. 
“The Lord be good to you! A good day, 
my little Alyosha! A good day to you, 
Yevsey darling .. .” 

“Good day, Maminka,” the miller mum- 
bled, with a frown, not looking at the 
old woman. 

“And here I’ve come to see you, my 
dear,” she said, smiling and peering ten- 
derly into the miller’s face. “I haven’t 
seen you in a long time. Why, I haven’t 
seen you since the Feast of Assumption. 
Whether it pleases you or not, receive me! 
I believe you have gotten a bit thin.. .” 

The old woman seated herself beside 
the miller, and near this huge man her 
little jacket looked even more strikingly 
like the back of a bug. 

“Yes, since the Feast of Assumption!” 
she continued. “I’ve been missing you 
sorely, sonny. My heart has been aching 
for you, but whenever I got ready to 
come to you, it would either start raining 
or I would fall sick.” 

“You are coming from town now?” 
asked the miller morosely. 

“Yes, from town, straight from home 

” 

“With all your ailments and in your 
condition you should stay home, and not 
traipse about visiting. What did you come 
here for? Just wearing out shoe leather!” 

“I’ve come to have a look at you. I have 
two of them, sons, I mean,” she said, 
turning to the monks, “this one and 
Vasily, who lives in town. Just the two 
of them. It’s all the same to them if I am 
alive or dead, but they are my own, my 
joy. . . . They can do without me, but 
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without them I don’t think I could live 
a day. Only, fathers, I’m getting old and 
it is hard for me now to come to him all 
the way from town.” 

A silence fell. The monks had carried 
the last sack to the shed and were sitting 
down in the cart resting. The drunken 
Yevsey kept crumpling the fishing net in 
his hands and nodding sleepily. 

“You’ve come at the wrong time, Ma- 
minka,” said the miller. “I have to drive 
out to Karyazhino now.” 

“Do drive out. God speed you!” sighed 
the old woman. “Naturally, you can’t 
drop business on my account... I will 
rest here a while and then go back... 
Vasya and his children send you greet- 
ings, Alyosha darling .. .” 

“He still swills vodka?” 

“Not so much, but he does take a drop. 
No use hiding the sin, he does drink. You 
know yourself, he hasn’t the money to 
drink a lot. Except perhaps when good 
people stand him a treat. It’s a wretched 
life he leads, Alyosha! It hurts me to see 
it. Nothing to eat, the children in tatters, 
he ashamed to show himself in the street, 
what with holes in his pants and no boots. 
All the six of us sleep in one room, Such 
poverty, such bitter poverty. ... You 
can’t imagine anything worse. . . . Indeed, 
I’ve come to beg you to help us out. For 
the old woman’s sake, Alyosha, do help 
Vasily. . . . After all, he is your brother!” 

The miller was silent and kept looking 
in the other direction. 

“He is poor, but you—the Lord be 
praised!—you have a mill of your own, 
and orchards, and you trade in fish... . 
The Lord has given you wisdom; He has 
raised you above all and given you bounty. 
... And you are all alone. But Vasya has 
four children, and I, the accursed one, 
and a burden to him, and all he earns 
is seven rubles. How can he feed us all 
that way? You help us .. .” In silence 
the miller carefully filled his pipe. 

“Won't you help?” asked the old woman. 

The miller was as silent as a clam. Re- 
ceiving no answer the old woman sighed, 
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looked round at the monks and at Yevsey, 
then got up and said: 

“Well, God bless you, don’t help us... 
I knew you wouldn’t .. . I’ve come to you 
more on account of Nazar Andreich... . 
He cried so, Alyosha darling! He kissed 
my hands and kept asking me to go to 
you and beg you.” 

“What does he want?” 

“He begs you to give him what’s coming 
to him. He brought you his rye, to be 
ground, he says, and you never gave him 
the flour.” 

“It isn’t your business to meddle in other 
people’s affairs, Maminka,” the miller 
growled. “Your business is to say your 
prayers.” 

“I do pray, but it looks as though God 
doesn’t heed my prayers. Vasily is a 
pauper, and as for me, I beg my bread, 
and wear a cast-off jacket, while you are 
well-off, but the Lord knows what kind 
of a soul you have. Oh, Alyosha darling, 
the envious have put the evil eye on you! 
You’ve been blessed in everything. You’re 
clever and handsome and you are a prince 
among merchants, but you’re not human. 
You’re unfriendly, you never smile or say 
a kind word, you’re as pitiless as a beast. 
Look at your face! And what people say 
about you, my grief! Ask the fathers 
here! They lie about you, they say that 
you suck people’s blood, that there are 
evil deeds upon your soul, that with your 
helpers you roll passers-by at night and 
that you are a horse-thief. Your mill is 
like an accursed place. . . . Boys and girls 
are afraid to come near it, all creatures 
keep clear of you. They have no other 
name for you but Cain and Herod...” 

“You are a fool, Maminka!” 

“Where your foot steps, the grass does 
not grow; where you breathe, not a fly 
buzzes, All I hear is ‘Ah, if only someone 
did him in or if he were put away!’ What 
does it do to a mother when she has to 
hear that? How does she feel? You are 
my own child, my flesh and blood . . .” 

“It’s time for me to go,” muttered the 
miller, rising. “Goodbye, Maminka!” 
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He wheeled a carriage out of the shed, 
led out a horse and shoving it between 
the shafts as if it were a small dog, started 
hitching it up. The old woman hovered 
about him, looked into his face and 
blinked tearfully. 

“Well, goodbye!” she said, as her son 
started hurriedly shouldering into a coat. 
“Stay here with God’s blessing and do 
not forget us. Wait, I have a present for 
you .. .” she mumbled, lowering her 
voice and untying her bundle. “Yesterday 
I was at the deaconess’s, and they passed 
something round. ... So I put one away 
for you. ...” 

And the old woman held out to her 
son a small spice-cake. .. . 

“Leave off!” snarled the miller and 
pushed her hand away. 

Embarrassed, the old woman dropped 
the cake and quietly waddled off towards 
the dam. It was a painful scene. Not to 
mention the monks, who exclaimed and 
held out their arms in horror, even the 
drunken Yevsey was petrified and stared 
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at his master in dismay. Whether because 
the miller was impressed by the reaction 
of the monks and his helper or because 
an emotion long dormant stirred in his 
breast, something like an expression of 
fear flashed across his face. 


“Maminka,” he called. 


The old woman started and looked 
back. The miller hurriedly plunged his 
hand into his pocket and drew out a large 
leather purse. 

“There .. .” he mumbled, pulling out of 
the purse a wad of paper money in which 
some silver coins were stuck. “Take it!” 


He rolled the wad in his hand, crushed 
it, for some reason looked at the monks, 
then fingered it again. The bills and the 
silver coins, slipping between his fingers, 
dropped back into the purse one after 
another, and only a twenty-kopeck piece 
remained in his hand. The miller ex- 
amined it, rubbed it between his fingers 
and groaning and getting purple, handed 
it to his mother. 
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A Vides in the 


I 


MODERN RATIONALIST finds comfort 
in the traditional values of Judaism 
and Christianity; he is a Jew who 

pleads mercy and pity for the German 
people, responsible for the brutal exter- 
mination of six million of his own people; 
he is a British Socialist who excoriates 
the omissions and commissions, foreign 
and domestic, of his labor government; 
he combines intellect with emotion, theory 
with practice, individualism with social- 
ism. When this remarkable Humanist, so 
rare in contemporary society, addresses 
himself to his fellow citizens, his words 
act as precipitants of ideas.’ 

It does not matter that Our Threatened 
Values chiefly deals, so far as “practical 
politics” is concerned, with the problem 
of Germany. For what Gollancz has to 
say about the relation of ethics to politics 
is not limited by time or place. Not the 
particular issues which the book discus- 
ses, but the spirit in which it is written, 
is important. This spirit sharply differs 
from the “moral” arrogance of the politi- 
cal bohemians who now possess the earth, 
as much as from the a-political jeremiads 
of the moralizers who do not even seek 
to inherit it. 

Most admirable, however, is Gollancz’s 
continued emphasis on criticism and self- 
criticism, on the one hand, and the frank 
admission of rational as well as emotional 
preferences, on the other. “Love of country 
is a curious thing,” this outspoken inter- 
nationalist says toward the end of his 
essay. “As in other sorts of love, it at- 


1Qur Threatened Values, by Victor Gollancz. 
London: Victor Gollancz, Ltd. 157 pages. Avail- 
able in this country through Holliday Bookshop, 
49 East 49th Street, New York City, at $1.85. 


Wklerness 


By HEINZ EULAU 


tributes qualities to the beloved which 
may not in fact be there. But I cannot 
escape the conviction, when all has been 
said, that there are in this country 
(Britain) reserves of moral leadership 
that can still save the world, if only we 
can rise to the full height of the argu- 
ment.” It is unimportant whether the test 
of this conviction, not only for Britain, 
but for the entire world, is the problem 
of Germany or democracy in Poland or 
the issue of Jewish immigration into Pal- 
estine. I have no doubt that if the British 
people, still the freest and politically most 
mature in the world, do not rise to the 
full height of the argument, whatever is 
concerned, nobody else will. 

Meanwhile, Victor Gollancz—British by 
nationality, Jewish by descent, Socialist 
by choice and Humanist by conviction— 
lives up to the occasion. The occasion, as 
he sees it, is not another war, more pain- 
ful and degrading than the last; nor is it 
the arrival of the atomic bomb. Of course, 
the danger is there, and no effort for nul- 
lifying it, in the daily exchanges of di- 
plomacy or long-range international con- 
stitution-making, can be too great or too 
single-minded. But the real occasion is 
the moral crisis of Western civilization. 
If war comes, Gollancz fears, it will not 
come because the machinery for prevent- 
ing it is imperfect, but because “day by 
day those impulses in our hearts which 
make for strife are being strengthened, 
and those which make for harmony are 
growing weaker. At the crucial moment 
it will not be paper constitutions that men 
and women will obey: they will obey 
their own nature, and their own nature 
such as it has become.” 
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II 


What are the values which Gollancz 
thinks are threatened? Their core is 
respect for personality. It is the central 
value, the value that includes all others. 
It has not always been the rule in West- 
ern civilization. But neither have tyranny, 
ruthlessness, and greed been the rule. 
Haltingly, with advances here and set- 
backs there, respect for personality had 
been winning general acceptance. Its de- 
liberate and self-conscious denial had 
long been becoming increasingly rare. 
This trend, in spite of the defeat of 
Nazism, is now in danger of being re- 
versed; equally haltingly, perhaps, but 
cumulatively nonetheless. 


Respect for personality is common to 
the Judaic-Christian religious complex as 
well as to the Greek-Western rationalist 
philosophy. It means that there is in every 
human being something “special, particu- 
lar, concrete, individual, unique.” The 
Greeks called it auto kat auto—‘some- 
thing in its own right.” Judaism holds 
that God created all men in His own 
image, that God is the father of all men, 
and that all men are brothers. Its ultimate 
expression, respect for personality, is 
found in the Christian injunction to love 
one’s enemies. 


Modern non-religious, rational man— 
and Gollancz belongs to this category 
rather than the religious—while giving a 
different answer to the question of why 
respect for personality is the essence of 
Western values, would give one which is, 
in the last analysis, the same. Because he 
recognizes his own uniqueness, with a 
sense of necessity independent of logic, 
man also recognizes, by imaginative sym- 
pathy, that what is true of himself must 
be true of others. 


The real test of respect for personality, 
then, is respect for those one “does not 
like,” those whom one considers enemies 
or criminals or sinners. “To be concrete,” 
Gollancz says, “the test was our attitude, 
during the war, to Germans and Italians 
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and Japanese; was our attitude, a few 
months ago, to John Amery and William 
Joyce; is our attitude, as I write this, to 
Goering and Ribbentrop and Streicher 
and the rest. To talk of Huns and Wops; 
to rejoice when Joyce and Amery are 
sentenced to a shameful end; to think 
with pleasurable triumph of those 
wretched men in the dock at Nuremberg 
—all this is to blaspheme against respect 
for personality.” 


It is not easy, I admit, to accept this 
humanism in face of the unspeakable 
crimes perpetrated by the fascists. Love 
as a principle is or may be without sig- 
nificance for effective social action. To 
love everything may be practically iden- 
tical with loving nothing. And it is true, 
only too true, as a modern critic of Chris- 
tianity has pointed out, that “when men 
take religion seriously, they incline either 
toward intolerance and fanaticism or to- 
ward a purely mystical, contemplative 
love of God.” ? Certainly, the unfortunate 
consequences of the first alternative are 
well enough known. One need only think 
of the Inquisition in Spain or the abuses 
of Puritanism in this country. (Gollancz 
forgets that “obedience” is as much a 
principle of original Christian social mo- 
rality as “love” is. But, as will appear 
later, his argument is not predicated on 
Christian morality). 

Contempt for personality reached its 
climax in fascism. Nazism not only dis- 
regarded, but reversed Western values: 
good became evil, and evil became good. 
The real horror of Nazism was not that 
it was evil—there were other evil regimes 
in human history—but that it made a re- 
ligion of evil. Hitler is dead and Germany 
is in ruins. But has the horror passed? 
Gollancz gives a disquieting answer: 

I do not think so. Nazism was not an isolated 
phenomenon; it was merely the final expression, 


so far, of tendencies which had for a long time 
been growing stronger. Those tendencies are 


2See Frank H. Knight in The Economic Order 
and Religion, by Knight and Merriam. New 
York: Harper & Brothers. Pages 13-126. 
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still at work; some of them are more widespread 
than ever; and even here in England there are 
disquieting signs that respect for personality, 
which we have guarded, and in spite of every- 
thing still guard, more devotedly perhaps than 
any other people, is growing weaker. 


III 


What are the symptoms in Britain? 
First of all, the deprecation of mercy and 
pity. It has become a positive mania, 
he says: 

Cannot we say quite plainly that we hate the 
idea of epidemics in Germany not because, as 
you will hear day after day, “the Channel is no 
barrier against germs,” but because epidemics 
are a horror to the people, whoever they may 
be, who suffer them? Must we hide the fact— 
and the very question is a measure of our moral 
collapse—that we want to feed starving Germans 
not primarily as a matter of policy, but primarily 
because starvation is intrinsically abominable? 
... We are condemning our children to a norm, 
which we are ourselves helping to establish, of 
recognized respectable immorality. 


Even viler, Gollancz believes, is the atti- 
tude of callous ferocity and self-righteous 
contempt toward the defeated enemy. 
Particularly deplorable is the “spiritual 
and sometimes physical pornography in 
pictorial form” in the daily press. When 
the Italians had taken Mussolini’s dead 
body and strung it up by the heels and 
kicked the dead flesh in the heat of pas- 
sion, they might be excused for forgetting 
that death, the leveler, wipes away all 
human distinctions, all gradations of good 
and evil. But the journalists who covered 
the front pages with the pictures of the 
dead body “kicked it coldly and vicari- 
ously, and earned their daily bread by 
blaspheming.” Or when the newspapers 
spared no detail in picturing and describ- 
ing Laval’s double agony—suicide at- 
tempt and execution—they “titillated our 
sadism, and flattered our sense of moral 
superiority, by exhibiting a fellow human 
being in the torments of hell.” That sort 
of malpractice, Gollancz warns again, 
“consistently indulged in, must coarsen 
and brutalize a people against whose 
hearts and minds it is committed.” 
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In the third place, Gollancz notes an 
increasing absence of some degree of per- 
sonal and national humility. When Bu- 
chenwald was freed and the press inun- 
dated the public with “revelations,” at 
last “we knew, people said, that the whole 
German nation was guilty; if not, why 
didn’t they protest against these outrages 
and revolt against Hitler, no matter what 
the cost?” But Buchenwald, Gollancz re- 
plies, was no revelation to those who had 
been trying since 1933 to rouse a lazy 
and sceptical public. Instead of admitting 
their own guilt, they “preferred to lux- 
uriate in the sense of their own immense 
superiority.” And this attitude, he points 
out, is hardly suited to making the task of 
German “re-education” a success. 


Fourthly, Gollancz excoriates the ten- 
dency among many people to restrict the 
scope of freedom of speech. There is a 
strong movement in favor of outlawing 
fascism and anti-Semitism. “Communists 
are taking the lead,” he observes, “and 
some, I regret to say, of my fellow Jews 
are joining in the clamor.” The argument 
is, of course, that free speech must not 
be used for the purpose of suppressing it 
—as the fascists did. But, Gollancz an- 
swers, “if you silence fascists for fear that 
fascism will be established, you have al- 
ready half established it by the very fact 
of silencing them.” Moreover, the argu- 
ment in favor of outlawing fascist propa- 
ganda “ignores the continuity of the his- 
torical process, fails to understand the 
facts of human nature, and thinks statis- 
tically instead of dynamically. Fascism is 
not some separate and isolated phenome- 
non, which can magically be brought into 
existence by appealing to people’s reason 
or playing on their prejudices: it is the 
logical development of certain traits that 
are in the human nature of all of us.” As 
we know, in fact, suppression drives un- 
derground, inflames the passions, makes 
martyrs, etc. The common-sense solution 
is to remove the grievances which offer 
fascism its chance. 
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IV 


It is important to mention Gollancz’s 
strictures of illiberalism in his own coun- 
try because this kind of self-criticism, so 
exceedingly rare here in the United 
States, permits him in all honesty and 
good faith to criticize other nations and 
other peoples. I will come back to his 
specific censures of the British labor 
government, but only after mentioning 
some developments on the European con- 
tinent, outside of the Soviet Union, which 
Gollancz believes are adversely affecting 
the course of Western civilization. They 
are the intensification of nationalism, the 
normalization of resistance traits, and a 
reversion to a more barbaric concept of 
justice. 

About the intensification of nationalism 
not much need to be said here. It’s an 
evil which has plagued mankind for cen- 
turies. Its present-day manifestations— 
wholesale expulsion of minorities, basest 
chauvinism, racialist lunacy, etc. — are 
daily reported and documented in the 
press. Less noticeable to a far-away audi- 
ence, on the other hand, are the two other 
trends, partly because one represents a 
slow, almost invisible process, partly be- 
cause the other often exceeds our theo- 
retical comprehension. 


A great deal of nonsense is talked 
about the resistance movements. This may 
seem ungrateful and ungenerous. It is 
true that large-hearted nobility, selfless 
devotion, and incredible courage charac- 
terized the resistance. But the resistance 
also developed certain traits which, in 
normal times, are socially dangerous: vio- 
lence, sabotage, deceit, and adventurous 
excitement. They were necessary, but 
precisely because they assumed the aspect 
of normal daily life the result must be 
faced. “If a man,” Gollancz says, “year 
after year, is violent and even cruel as a 
matter of right, he finds it difficult to 
become gentle when the occasion for vio- 
lence is past; if to deceive the enemy is 
his highest duty, he becomes addicted to 
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deceit; if excitement and adventure have 
been meat and drink to him, steady rou- 
tine work is boring daily fare.” This is 
not said with an attitude of offensive 
superiority. But, Gollancz writes, “any- 
one who cares for European civilization 
dare not shut his eyes to the facts: and 
these show to my mind unquestionably, 
that respect for personality is weaker in 
Europe today than it has been at any 
period during my own lifetime.” 

There is, finally, the reversion to a 
more barbaric concept of justice. Gollancz 
believes that the two main pillars of 
Western justice—that a man can be con- 
victed only if he has broken a law and 
after he has been given a fair trial—are 
being steadily undermined. Mr. Tanner, 
the former Social-democratic premier of 
Finland, has been convicted to many 
years in jail for no other crime than lead- 
ing his country in the war against the 
Soviet Union, supported by the over- 
whelming majority of his people as well 
as by the Western democracies. He did 
not commit any offence in law. He was 
convicted because his policy failed. Had 
it succeeded, he would be a national hero. 

The case of General Mihailovich is less 
clear-cut. He rendered great service to 
the Allies, but collaborated with the Ger- 
mans because he thought it might save 
his country from communism. He was 
wrong. But, Gollancz asks, “are miscalcu- 
lation, stupidity, blimpishness, or even 
reactionary political tendencies a proper 
passport for the firing squad or gallows?” 
And there is good reason to believe that 
the trial was not fair. But more is in- 
volved—the whole question of democracy 
is involved. For if the “ins” feel quite 
certain that they will be killed when they 
are “out,” they are likely to cling to power 
by every possible device of brutality and 
suppression. 

Much is to be said in favor of the 
Nuremberg trials.* But Gollancz’s objec- 


3 See my article, “The Nuremberg War-Crimes 
Trial—Revolution in International Law,” The 
New Republic, November 12, 1945, pp. 625-8. 
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tions are worthy of serious consideration. 
He believes that the fact that the con- 
querors are trying the conquered is con- 
trary to the principles of Western justice. 
Why, indeed, are no neutrals or none of 
the victims of Nazi brutality sitting on 
the judges’ bench? While the four big 
Allies are trying the big Nazis, they are 
doing some of the very things for which 
the fascists are tried. While they are con- 
demning German deportations, the Allies 
are instrumental in the expulsion of some 
fourteen million people all over Europe 
(and hundreds from Palestine). While 
the indictment condemns “wanton de- 
struction of cities,” two American atomic 
bombs exterminated, without warning, 
thousands of innocent Japanese. While 
the Nazi leadership is being tried for 
breaking the Geneva Convention, Ger- 
man prisoners are being kept as “slave 
labor” in foreign countries. 


Gollancz questions the “illegality” of 
waging aggressive war. The Kellogg Pact, 
he says, was “one of the greatest pieces of 
bunkum in the whole sorry history of 
international pacification,” and the “reser- 
vations” attached to the Pact by all major 
signatories bear him out. And it is per- 
fectly true that the possibility of war is 
today the major assumption that guides 
the policy of every great or medium 
power in the world. There is indeed good 
reason to believe that the Nuremberg 
judges would be better off if they were 
trying the Nazis for crimes against hu- 
manity alone rather than for waging ag- 
gressive war.‘ “My fear now is,” Gollancz 
concludes, “that when temporary passions 
have passed and history has her say, these 
trials may be seen, in Germany and else- 
where, not as a new start and the first 
firm establishment of international jus- 
tice, but as a further exercise of arbitrary 
power, a sanctification, not of law, but of 
‘woe to the vanquished.’” 


*See the excellent discussion, “To the Nurem- 
berg Court,” by A. H. Pekelis, The New Repub- 
lic, August 26, 1946, pp. 232-3. 
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Though fearful of these trends toward 
political immoralism and keenly conscious 
of the danger of a resurgent fascism in 
many parts of the world, and especially 
in Germany, Gollancz is “certain that it 
is in the spread of what is today called 
communism, and in the growing power 
throughout Europe of Soviet Russia, that 
the strongest positive forces opposed to 
the stability and development of our 
Western civilization are now to be found.” 


These are strong words, and it is es- 
sential to recall that Mr. Gollancz, though 
an Englishman, does not think in terms 
of British imperial interests. “I am neither 
pro-soviet nor anti-soviet, pro-German 
nor anti-German, neither pro-French nor 
anti-French: I am, I hope, pro-humanity.” 
His quarrel is, indeed, neither with the 
Communist statesmen nor with their aims. 
As to the former, he says, “I dislike what 
nearly all statesmen are doing.” And as 
to the latter, he continues, “I passion- 
ately approve of them, if indeed they any 
longer are their aims.” 


Anti-communism has been used only 
too frequently by fascists, labor baiters 
and even certain religious groups as cam- 
ouflage for concealing their own selfish 
aims or as a bogey in the struggle for 
the minds and hearts of men. What Gol- 
lancz—democrat, Socialist and interna- 
tionalist—dislikes, nay, detests, are not 
Communist aims but methods. His own 
position in “practical politics” is relevant. 

From the principle of respect for per- 
sonality flows, as Gollancz sees it, the 
practical demand for the suppression of 
capitalism by socialism. For capitalism— 
the pursuit of private profit—consecrates 
self-interest and greed. It recognizes them 
as the normal and respectable motives of 
human existence. The real case for so- 
cialism is, therefore, not exclusively or 
necessarily economic, though much can 
be said for it, but moral. How lasting an 
impression the spirit of business-enter- 
prise so-called has had on our civilization 
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appears in the fact that most arguments 
in favor of socialism are made in eco- 
nomic rather than moral terms. But so- 
cialism is desirable not because material 
prosperity as such is desirable but be- 
cause poverty and insecurity degrade per- 
sonality. “It is a myth,” Gollancz writes, 
and his statement is important for under- 
standing his attitude toward Soviet com- 
munism, “that any system of organizing 
society can of itself make men, to put it 
I suppose childishly, good. . . . But what 
socialism — real socialism — would do 
would be to obliterate some of the forces 
which at present deliberately strengthen 
the evil elements in men’s nature.” 

I want to call special attention to this 
explanation of the case for socialism be- 
cause here in America many liberals and 
even socialists only too often forget that 
nationalization and public ownership is 
mere machinery. “A technically socialist 
state, in the economic sense,” Gollancz 
reminds us, “can be as illiberal, as ma- 
terialistic, as inhumane as a capitalist one; 
indeed, it can be more so.” In other words, 
“socialism is valuable only insofar as it 
serves our Western values.” 

Granted that the Labor Government is 
genuinely trying to serve the common 
people, Gollancz nonetheless feels that in 
the present crisis this is not nearly 
enough. In the domestic sphere, he says, 
“it is cautiously socialist in economics, it 
is still almost wholly capitalist in its 
choice of incentives. Its general tone is 
materialistic, lacking in any appeal to al- 
truistic motives, far too suggestive, not 
to put too fine a point of it, of bribery.” 

Much worse, however, is the labor 
government’s failure “to put into prac- 
tice, and even into speech, the belief that 
national ‘interests’ must always be over- 
ridden by considerations of the interna- 
tional good. For this, to say the truth, 
is in the main a national socialist govern- 
ment; and it is in power just at the time 
when respect for personality . . . demands 
an international socialism wholeheartedly 
accepted and consistently applied.” His 
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censures of the labor government’s for- 
eign policy—documented by facts in re- 
lentless succession—are ample proof that 
Gollancz’s criticism of Soviet socialism, 
if that term is permissible, and of Soviet 
foreign policy is not motivated by the 
traditional British fears of the Russian 
colossus. 


VI 


It is becoming fashionable again to 
speak of fascism and communism as es- 
sentially the same thing. Whether true 
or not, it serves the demagogic purposes 
of those who, openly or concealed, wish 
for or counsel war against the Soviet 
Union. Gollancz’s criticism of Soviet com- 
munism is not an invitation to armed 
combat. On the contrary, in the course 
of his analysis of communism he explicitly 
proposes a peaceful program for delimit- 
ing and possibly reducing communist in- 
fluence throughout the world. 

The values which moved the founders 
of communism were certainly not fascist 
values. Marx sought an end of squalor, 
insecurity, and poverty precisely because 
he wished for the free development of 
personality. Marxism is a philosophy in 
the Western tradition; Nazism was a re- 
versal of that tradition. How is it possible 
then for Gollancz to believe that com- 
munism which set out to realize Western 
values more fully and truly than had 
ever been realized before, how is it that 
wherever Soviet influence spreads, respect 
for personality is so gravely violated? 

The ends of communism, at least in 
theory, have not changed. But ends are 
not the effective reality, Gollancz points 
out. It is behavior that is socially decisive, 
not the reason for behavior. Even if the 
theory of the dictatorship of the prole- 
tariat could be justified ethically, the 
seizure of power by the Soviets in 1917 
was, historically, not a seizure by the 
Russian proletariat nor by a class-con- 
scious vanguard of the proletariat. Power 
was seized, Gollancz writes, “by a small 
group of men, an elite, which took it 
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upon itself to interpret the interests of 
the proletariat. Already side by side and 
within the dictatorship of the proletariat 
there were the beginnings of the dictator- 
ship over the proletariat.” * 


But even in Marxist theory there are 
morally questionable concepts. There is, 
first, the theory that all ideas are merely 
reflections of economic relations, “the 
superstructure,” which denies ideas a life 
and a validity of their own. There is, sec- 
ondly, Marx’s exaggerated emphasis on 
economics to the exclusion of everything 
else. “I have no doubt,” Gollancz says, 
“that his insistence on materialism in the 
technical sense, an insistence prompted 
by a passion to liberate personality, has 
been a potent factor in the spread of ma- 
terialism in the popular sense, and in the 
growth of contempt for the very per- 
sonality that Marx desired to liberate.” 
It is paradoxical, indeed, that so many 
communists devote themselves to their 
cause in utter selflessness without either 
hope or desire, in many cases, to obtain 
any material or personal benefits. 


But the dynamics of politics have laws 
of their own. Gollancz’s description of the 
process that has led to political prisons, 
secret police, concentration camps, forced 
labor, strict party line and the purges of 
deviators and dissentients as well as rigid 
censorship, is unique and brilliant: 


Both dictatorships—the dictatorships of and 
over the proletariat—proceeded, with varying 
speeds at various times, to consolidate them- 
selves. And because the end—the perfect society, 
the Paradise on earth—was so infinitely precious, 
because the happiness not only of Russia but of 
the whole world depended on safeguarding the 
foundations already laid, any method whatso- 
ever that might contribute to the absolute power, 
first of both dictatorships and then, by a natural 


5The reader might find it worthwhile in this 
connection to look up Frederick L. Schuman’s 
Soviet Politics (New York: Alfred A. Knopf), 
pp. 31-89. This friendly critic of the Soviet 
Union points out that it was the general under- 
standing, even within the Bolshevik Party, that 
power within the dictatorship of the proletariat 
was to be shared democratically by the various 
proletarian and socialist parties. 
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process, of the only dictatorship that mattered, 
the dictatorship of the ruling group, was not 
merely justifiable, but imperatively demanded as 
a matter of duty, of conscience, and of religion. 


The manifestations of this process 
among communists abroad are well- 
known. To safeguard the “socialist father- 
land” foreign communists must increase 
their strength and influence; truth must 
give way to such an interpretation of the 
facts as best suits Russia’s interests; con- 
cealment of real intentions and discredit- 
ing of opponents becomes legitimate; ac- 
ceptance of the party line is obligatory. 
The possibility that this line may be 
wrong must be excluded, from the com- 
munists’ minds. This practice and men- 
tality, Gollancz writes, “is an anti-liberal, 
anti-Western, anti-Christian practice and 
mentality.” But the crucial point is that 
they are “dictated by considerations of 
duty and conscience, and that the com- 
munist does and is what he does and is 
as a matter of religion.” 

This communist religion is not a re- 
ligion of evil like fascism. Power, ruth- 
lessness, and expediency are not good in 
and for themselves. But Western values, 
if they are not denied, are, for the time 
being at least, irrelevant. “The fact is 
simply,” Gollancz says, “that, among com- 
munists, the Messianism inspired by the 
end has become incarnate in the method, 
and the method is ruthless expediency.” 
So-called bourgeois morality may be dis- 
regarded in view of the eventual realiza- 
tion of a higher morality. But what the 
communists fail to see, Gollancz rightly 
points out, “is that history is a continuing 
process: that you can’t advance by throw- 
ing away what you have achieved already; 
that the Rights of Man are the precious 
foundation for an even finer structure; 
and that if you mistreat the seed of bour- 
geois morality you will get no flower at 
all, but nihilism.” 

The total opposition of the liberal, yes, 
the liberal religion, and the communist 
religion permits no compromise, Gollancz 
believes: 
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There is nothing for it but to stand firm and 
fight it out; by which I am not thinking, God 
forbid, of atom bombs, but of steadfastness in 
act, of frankness in speech, and above every- 
thing of an utter devotion in thought and prac- 
tice to our own ideals, and a heroic effort to 
spread them, by force of example, throughout 
the world; always with the maximum of friend- 
liness and the minimum of strife. 

How to translate such a policy of peace- 
ful opposition to communism into reality, 
Gollancz demonstrates in his discussion 
of Western-Russian policies in defeated 
Germany where they meet most directly. 


Vil 

Gollancz believes that the Soviet Union 
is the only power in the world today 
which may conceivably be held to have 
both the will and power to wage aggres- 
sive war. There are, of course, varying 
tendencies in Russian foreign policy, de- 
pending largely on conflicting views 
among the top leadership. After all is 
said, Russian policy does not differ much 
from old-fashioned Spanish, British, 
French, or German expansionism, Lenin’s 
theory of imperialism and Stalinist apol- 
ogetics notwithstanding. How could it be 
otherwise? Russia is a rising nation with 
innumerable opportunities to increase her 
power in the postwar situation. Hence the 
expansion of her boundaries, the creation 
of satellite governments, exclusive eco- 
nomic control in neighboring countries and 
attempts at enticing the colonial peoples. 

Gollancz believes, however, that this 
thrust for power is essentially identical 
with the drive for the realization of world 
communism. In this he seems to agree 
with the estimate of the conservative 
American diplomat William Bullitt, though 
they are worlds apart in their suggestions 
for halting the Soviet drive.® Gollancz 

§The Great Globe Itself, by William C. Bullitt. 
New York: Scribner’s. Bullitt believes that the 
United States should not hesitate “to use the 
atomic bomb to stop new crimes of Soviet Im- 
perialism. To execute a murderer is not an im- 
moral act. The more certain the Soviet Govern- 
ment is that we shall use the atomic bomb 
against it if it continues its career of aggression, 
the more likely the Soviet Government will be 


to refrain from aggressions—at least until it has 
the atomic bomb.” (Italics mine, H. E.) 
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minimizes the ideological importance of 
the Stalin-Trotsky dispute about the 
meaning of world communism and “so- 
cialism in one country.” All that has hap- 
pened, he says, “is that the spearhead of 
the internationalism has itself become na- 
tionalist.” There are, moreover, three 
other reasons why Soviet policy involves 
the risk of war. First, the fixed tenet of 
the final showdown between the socialist 
and the capitalist world; second, an 
awareness that in a few years the atomic 
bomb, if employed, would probably create 
greater damage in the United States than 
in Russia; and third, a much greater dis- 
regard for human life in Russia than in 
the West. But in spite of all this, Gol- 
lanez concludes, in agreement with Mr. 
Churchill, that the Soviet Union does not 
want war but the fruits of war. Hitler, 
he says, “definitely wanted war; Stalin, 
for all the similarity in many of his in- 
ternational methods, isn’t Hitler.” 

How to meet Russian rivalry, that is the 
question. Gollancz’s answer is unequiv- 
ocal, as unequivocal as Mr. Bullitt’s is in 
another direction. “There is only one 
way,” he writes, “and that is to foster our 
own values wherever we have the power 
to do so, and to foster them not in the 
careless and half-hearted way in which 
we do things in times of peace, but with 
the single-minded intensity of our strug- 
gle for survival in times of war.” He ex- 
plicitly rules out, unlike Mr. Bullitt, the 
use of any kind of physical force. But 
precisely because Russian expansionism 
is tied up with a different way of life, a 
different mentality, it can only be met by 
insistence on one’s own way of life, one’s 
own mentality. 

Gollancz counsels a maximum of toler- 
ance toward Russia. His whole approach 
suggests that this does not mean, as so 
many liberal Russia-haters would inter- 
pret it, “appeasement.” The liberals 
should protest passionately against illib- 
eral acts on the part of communists. But 
respect for personality demands, Gollancz 
repeats, that while “we are intolerant of 
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the acts, we must not be intolerant of the 
men who do them: for to be so would be 
to violate the very code against the breach 
of which we are protesting, since toler- 
ance of persons is the essence of liberal- 
ism. . . . And it is especially necessary 
to be tolerant of those who are intolerant, 
as the Russians are intolerant, of us: for 
tolerance of the intolerant is the criterion 
of tolerance, just as respect for our ene- 
mies is the criterion of respect.” Toler- 
ance can only have healthy consequences. 
Gollancz continues: “It will so color our 
thought that, while standing firm on 
every ground of principle, we shall quite 
automatically avoid the provocation in 
phrase or pin-prick in policy which must 
increase intolerance on the other side, and 
so lead eventually to mutual hatred.” 


There is much talk among liberal well- 
wishers of the Soviet Union of Russian 
“suspicions.” This is justified in view of 
the long history of Russian-Western hos- 
tility after the Revolution. But the Rus- 
sians should know that there are equally 
well-founded “suspicions” in many West- 
ern minds. The Nazi-Soviet Pact, what- 
ever justification it finds in Russian minds, 
is a matter of record, and nothing can 
change that record. It is for this very 
reason that the destruction of now exist- 
ing mental barriers from both sides is the 
most essential requisite of peace. If the 
Russians want the West to “understand” 
them, they must make an effort to “un- 
derstand” the West. It all comes to this, 
then, as Gollancz writes in the perhaps 
most vital paragraph of his essay: 

If totalitarianism conquers, and whether it 
embodies a socialist element or not, the Russian 
Revolution will turn out to have been a dis- 
astrously evil augury. But if, on the other hand, 
we can accelerate still further in the world the 
socialist impetus that Russia gave; if at the 
same time we can conquer her totalitarianism 
by our liberalism, even eventually, perhaps, in 
Russia herself; and if, as an indispensable con- 
dition, we can keep the foundations of Western 
civilization inviolate: then in that event, but in 
that event only, the Revolution will rank, at 
the ultimate reckoning, as on balance one of the 
crucially progressive events in world history. 
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It is in Germany where, for the first 
time since the Revolution, more Russians, 
from the highest level down, have come 
into contact with Westerners. And be- 
cause it is in Germany, where Russia and 
the West are counterpoised, that the fate 
of Europe and perhaps the world will be 
decided, Gollancz devotes a great part of 
his book to that country. In relentless suc- 
cession he demonstrates the factual results 
of Allied policy in Germany, based on 
the decisions made at Yalta and Potsdam, 
which may be summarized in four words: 
annexation, expulsion, spoiliation, and en- 
slavement. It would require a separate 
article to follow Gollancz’s brilliant dis- 
cussion of the reasons for and the in- 
evitable effects of this policy. There are 
many sections excoriating the practical 
stupidity of this policy, including the non- 
fraternization and starvation programs. 
But the book is chiefly an essay about 
morals and not a manual of “practical 
politics.” 


What the Allies, the Western powers in 
particular, overlooked was that the whole 
German people is in a state of spiritual 
ruin such as has never been known in 
the history of the world. There are today 
only two alternatives: that the Germans 
become a source of strength to Western 
values, or the opposite. There is no third 
alternative. The fundamental battle be- 
tween the Soviet and the Western way of 
life will and must be fought on German 
soil. But the fact, Gollancz warns, “that 
the majority of Germans still prefer us to 
the Russians, though not quite so strongly 
as before, is of little importance, and so 
is the defeat of the communists for the 
time being at elections outside the Rus- 
sian zone; what matters is that Soviet 
communism has a way of life to offer 
which Germans, however little they them- 
selves realize it, have been conditioned 
over long years to accept.” And add to 
the credit account of the communists, 
Gollancz continues, “their idealism, their 
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single-mindedness, their sense of vocation, 
their religious lack of scruple, their dom- 
inating leadership, their appeal to na- 
tionalist sentiment, their cry for ‘German 
unity,’ and their determination to win the 
soul not only of Germany but of all Europe, 
and you have the picture complete.” 

The Western powers have completely 
failed to counter this possibility by a lib- 
eral policy anchored in the values about 
which Gollancz writes. I cannot but quote 
his censure of Western policy: 


Instead of doing justice and showing mercy 
and walking humbly, we did as Hitler would 
have done, We annexed, we expelled, we stole; 
we exhibited an extreme nationalist intolerance; 
we bore ourselves with offensive superiority; 
when the pinch came, and the choice was be- 
tween a little less comfort for ourselves and 
starvation for the enemy, we let them starve; 
and the twin bases of our policy were the sec- 
ular wickedness of self-interest, or what we 
grotesquely misunderstood as such, and vae 
victis. I am not suggesting, God forbid, that we 
did these things to the degree Hitler would have 
done them; if I thought that, I should think the 
war fought in vain, which is very far from being 
the case. But we acted more in Hitler’s spirit 
than in ours; and was this the way, I ask, to 
wean the German people from Hitlerism or the 
basic ideas of which Hitlerism is merely one ex- 
pression? Was it not rather to convince them that 
all our liberal talk had been so much hypocrisy, 
that the war had been merely a trial of strength 
in which they happened to have lost, and that 
a ruthless selfishness was the norm of behavior 
which everyone, when it came to it, adopted? 


What will happen if Western policy is 
not reversed? Germany will achieve unity 
under Soviet auspices and communist 
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control. Modern communism is fiercely 
chauvinistic. An appeal to nationalism is 
the easiest way of winning approval. This 
is particularly true of the Germans. If 
there is a united communist rump-Ger- 
many, Gollancz believes it likely that 
France will go communist. For it is doubt- 
ful that Western socialism could survive 
there if Soviet power is established at her 
borders. As a further result, war between 
the United States and the Soviet bloc 
would be much more probable, with 
Great Britain as a miserable tertium quid. 
And, perhaps even more important, Gol- 
lancz fears that “the United States, under 
the impact of growing hostility with the 
Soviet Union, may very well develop a 
set of highly illiberal traits.” 


Gollancz says very little about the 
United States, but in the few words 
which this Socialist devotes to this coun- 
try he says more than all the many recent 
books published here which speculate 
about the possibility and implications of 
war between America and Russia. And 
it seems fitting to end this review by 
quoting his illuminating paragraph on the 
subjéct. “It seems clear to me,” he writes, 
“that, hardly touched as she is by so- 
cialist ideas, and in the blazing flush of 
her arrogant capitalism, she can hardly 
be relied upon for the preservation of 
those liberal values which, strong though 
they have been in her, must (I say it 
again) all but completely vanish unless 
they are given a socialist realization.” 


“Rome in all its glory cannot compare to the world-historical significance 
of Jerusalem. Babylon may have searched the heavens, Athens given man his 
highest literary and esthetic values—Jerusalem was and remains the city of 
cities, the Holy City, the heart and soul of humanity. Deeper than any other 
motif, that of religion has been woven into the texture of mankind’s evolution.” 


—ABRAHAM Kuyper, Dutch Statesman and 
Calvinist Theologian (1837-1920) 











Combating _Aivibi-“Saniiliioans 


N A RECENT SURVEY on anti-Semitism 
the conclusion was reached that the 
growth of anti-Jewish feeling in the 

United States appears to have been 
halted, although there has been no de- 
crease of anti-Semitism since 1943. I refer 
to the survey conducted by Elmo Roper, 
well-known analyst of American public 
opinion, whose surveys appear in the 
magazine Fortune. 

On the basis of replies to two key 
questions of his poll, Mr. Roper classified 
8.8 per cent of the American people as 
being consciously anti-Semitic. His two 
questions were: 








1. Are there any organizations or groups 
of people in this country who you feel 
might be harmful to the future of the 
country unless they are curbed? 


2. Are there any groups of people you 
think are trying to get ahead at the 
expense of people like you? 


Whether one agrees with the manner 
in which the questions were phrased is 
immaterial at the moment. Significant, 
however, is the fact that although the 
terms “Jew” or “Jews” do not appear in 
either of the questions, yet nine out of 
every one hundred adult gentile Ameri- 
cans, who were confronted with these 
questions, replied in no uncertain manner 
that they regarded Jews as their enemies. 

The fact should not be overlooked that 
these were the outspoken anti-Semites, 
the people who at the least reference to 
the subject did not hesitate to express 
their enmity for Jews; not included here 
was the large segment of Christian Amer- 
icans who are not rabid anti-Semites, but 
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who, nevertheless, dislike Jews as neigh- 
bors or as co-members of their social 
circle, but do not object to doing business 
with Jews. The latter group is sometimes 
referred to as social anti-Semites, and 
they constitute perhaps an even larger 
share of the American Christian popula- 
tion than the 8.8 per cent of Mr. Roper’s 
“conscious anti-Semites.” 


One-Fourth of Americans are Anti-Jewish 


At a conference of sociologists and psy- 
chologists on the problem of anti-Semitism 
in the United States, held about a year 
ago in New York, it was stated that on 
the basis of public opinion polls about one- 
fourth of the American people openly ad- 
mitted that they were prejudiced against 
Jews. If we estimate the percentage of 
social anti-Semites as being about twice 
that of the conscious anti-Semites, we 
reach a total of 26 per cent for the two 
categories, or about one-fourth of this 
country’s population, which is equivalent 
to the estimate of last year by the soci- 
ologists and psychologists. 

Without, in any way, desiring to be 
alarmist or trying to paint the picture 
blacker than it actually is, common sense 
prompts one to speculate whether the 
degree of anti-Semitism that has infected 
the American people is not perhaps 
greater than the indicated one-fourth. I 
am trying to be objective in my analysis, 
believing that knowledge of the true state 
of conditions will be helpful in determin- 
ing the proper action to be pursued by 
American Jewry in preventing the situa- 
tion from reaching dangerous proportions. 


Parenthetically, it should be empha- 
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sized at this point, that the latter remark 
is not in contradiction to the statement 
made at the beginning of this article re- 
ferring to Elmo Roper’s conclusion that 
the growth of anti-Semitism in this coun- 
try appears to have been halted. Mr. 
Roper compared his present poll with a 
similar poll on anti-Semitism taken in the 
Fall of 1943 and found that during the in- 
tervening period there has been no appar- 
ent increase in the anti-Semitic trend; 
consequently he feels it has been halted. 

We are, of course, grateful for the com- 
forting thought that anti-Semitism has 
made no strides since then, but we cannot 
help recalling that at the time of the poll 
of 1943, taken on the eve of the climactic 
period of World War II, anti-Semitic feel- 
ing had reached new heights in the United 
States. In fact, Mr. Roper writes, by way 
of introduction to the results of his poll, 
as follows: 


“In 1933 a powerfully fueled, persistent 

propaganda machine began preaching 
hatred of the Jews. The machine was 
located in Germany, but much of its 
product was exported. It affected many 
parts of the world. Competent authorities 
agree that in the United States anti- 
Jewish feeling reached new heights as 
war approached.” 


Anti-Jewish Propaganda Continues 


During the war years, we often heard 
the accusations that all black-marketeers 
were Jews, that the Jews set themselves 
up in safe jobs behind desks while others 
had to do the fighting, and that it was a 
“Jewish war,” anyway, brought on by 
world Jewry for its own selfish benefit. 
We also often heard the threat, veiled or 
open, to the effect: “When our boys come 
home they will get even with those Jews.” 


To date, the great majority of soldiers, 
numbering some eight or nine millions, 
have returned from the wars, but nothing 
of a serious nature has yet come to pass. 
Knowing the traditional American con- 
cept of justice and democracy, fair play 
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and good neighborliness, we have good 
reason to believe and continue to hope 
that nothing of a serious nature will come 
to pass in the foreseeable future. But 
democratic America must be on the alert 
against those elements who seek to em- 
broil this fair land in a state of hopeless 
confusion and divisive contention, in or- 
der to create a fertile field for spreading 
Hitlerian ideas and ideology. 


Those who preach hatred of the Jew 
and seek to spread the virus of anti-Sem- 
itism in the United States remain un- 
daunted and undismayed by events of the 
war and since termination of the war. 
The Nazi massacre of six million Jews in 
Europe has had no effect on many of the 
preachers of Jew-hatred in America, un- 
less it be their cherished desire to emu- 
late the greatest of all barbarities in the 
annals of Christian civilization. Similarly, 
the defeat of Nazi-Germany by the dem- 
ocratic forces in the world, while it 
stunned the propagators of anti-Semitism 
in this country, has not stopped them. 
They are as active today as at any time 
since Hitler gained control of Germany 
in 1933. 


The great sacrifice of life in all coun- 
tries during the war means nothing to 
the conscious anti-Semite. He is blowing 
sparks in all directions, agitating and stir- 
ring up anti-Jewish feeling, linking Jews 
both with communism and with interna- 
tional finance, singling out the Jew as a 
target for hatred together with his dislike 
for Soviet Russia, Great Britain, Negroes, 
labor unions, foreigners, and the like. He 
is ready at all times to kindle a new 
world conflagration, having learned noth- 
ing and forgotten nothing from the one 
just completed. 


The Center of Attraction 


We are, therefore, on the verge of wit- 
nessing new attempts on the part of anti- 
Semitic demagogues to attain even greater 
heights of anti-Jewish feeling, this time 
to be directed at the returned veteran, 
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who may have encountered some diffi- 
culty in adjusting himself to civilian life 
again, who has become disgruntled be- 
cause of his inability to find a home or 
an apartment, or who may have reached 
a point of frustration at having to return 
to a humdrum routine job or no job at 
all. They and many others are now the 
center of attraction and the target of 
poisonous propaganda of the conscious 
anti-Semites in the United States. 


I am constantly referring here to the 
conscious anti-Semites, the 8.8 per cent, 
who constitute the more dangerous ele- 
ment of the two, because of their extreme 
and fanatical hatred of the Jew and be- 
cause of their vociferousness and aggres- 
siveness in the approach to “solving” the 
Jewish problem in their own way. The 
so-called social anti-Semites are not car- 
ried away by an extreme fanaticism, they 
can be reasoned with to some extent, 
they are anti-Semitic because it is fash- 
ionable to be so in certain circles, and 
they are very embarrassed when ap- 
proached about their anti-Semitism. Their 
conception of Jews and the Jewish people 
is based on sheer ignorance, mixed with 
many falsehoods about some weird and 
mysterious international Jewish power, 
and spiced with the usual unflattering 
stories about Jews which make the social 
rounds. In the face of an extraordinary 
lack of logic and of such overwhelming 
“odds,” they possess neither the will nor 
the courage to express their own minds 
on the subject and find it simpler to fol- 
low the flock. 


The Weak Point of the Jewish Position 


American Jewry, comprising five mil- 
lion souls, has the strength of numbers 
and the force of influence. It is a potential 
force to be reckoned with in any man’s 
language, politically and economically. 
Certainly, as a group, American Jews 
can bring more pressure to bear than 
many other minority groups of similar or 
even greater numbers, such as Italians, 
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Slavs, Negroes, and others, whose posi- 
tion is as weak as, if not weaker than, 
that of the Jews. 


The weakness of the Jewish position in 
the United States is not derived from the 
political and economic status of Jews in 
this country, which is at present still 
sufficiently powerful and influential, but 
rather is it to be attributed to the under- 
privileged and tragic position of Jews in 
the world at large who are entirely un- 
wanted and undesired everywhere among 
the civilized nations of the world and 
those who profess to be civilized. This 
fundamental weakness of the Jewish po- 
sition in countries outside of the United 
States is reflected upon the Jewish posi- 
tion here and is gradually undermining 
its force and its influence in nearly every 
sphere of human endeavor. 


Appealing to one’s sense of justice and 
faith in humanitarian principles is no 
longer sufficient. The value of high moral 
principles, which was an important factor 
to mankind everywhere several decades 
ago, has dropped considerably in the past 
generation. We no longer live in a world 
where justice and humanitarianism com- 
mand much interest and attention, and 
relatively few individuals live up to these 
lofty ideals. By presenting the Jewish 
case solely as a matter of mercy, one to 
arouse only pity, we degrade ourselves 
as a people and, outside of losing self- 
respect and the respect of the world at 
large, we seem to accomplish little or 
nothing. 


The Need for Revising our Tactics 


All of which leads me to believe that 
if those in Jewish ranks who are spending 
much time and effort in the struggle 
against anti-Semitism would grasp the 
full significance of the relationship be- 
tween our position and our future in this 
country with the position of our fellow- 
Jews in the other countries, they would 
be inclined to revise their tactics of com- 
bating anti-Semitism by placing greater 
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emphasis on and not around Jewish prob- 
lems and by seeking a positive solution of 
such problems. 

For example, a politically and econom- 
ically strong and healthy Jewish commu- 
nity in Palestine would immeasurably en- 
hance and strengthen morally our own 
position in this country. A revival of 
active Jewish communities and a thriving 
Jewish life in the countries of western 
Europe would improve our own position 
in America. Such accomplishments would 
cause the wavering social anti-Semite to 
realize that the United States is no 
“sucker” country, that other countries 
are also treating Jews humanely and are 
not persecuting them, that Jews are con- 
tributing their share in the rehabilitation 
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of those countries, and that, in the final 
analysis, Jews are a peaceful and useful 
element of the population. 

This is still a suggestion which remains 
to be thought through more intensively. 
In our day-to-day methods of combating 
anti-Semitism we have, to some extent, 
gone far afield from our original purpose. 
It is time to retrieve some of our steps 
and recall that we are primarily inter- 
ested in safeguarding the human rights of 
Jews, both here and abroad, against all 
who threaten and endanger those rights. 
A healthy Jewish body in all countries in 
which they reside means greater vitality 
and resistance on the part of Jews every- 
where to safeguard their rights as human 
beings. 





THE STATELESS ONES 


By Harotp APPLEBAUM 


Alone and wasting, fled from homes that were not home, 
At war with shadows and remembered pain, half mad 
With all the sorrow in the world, they walk the streets 
Like ghosts of hollow ghosts, too empty to be sad. 


Theirs is the endless vigil, theirs the wait in vain, 

Their lives the leavings in a world of hungry men. 

For them there is no peace, no dawn, no end of night 
While they remember Anything, or they remember When. 


There is a path from yesterday that they must find— 
Where they must walk in sturdy ranks, where every one 
Puts all he is toward all that he will be, and goes 

As one of many, singing, free, and facing to the sun! 
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A NUMBER OF PROMINENT JEWISH LABOR 
leaders, industrialists, and reformed rab- 
bis of the Middle West met late in April 
at the College of Jewish Studies, under 
the auspices of the Central Conference 
of American Rabbis in cooperation with 
the Chicago Federation of Reform Syna- 
gogues. Their intention was to set forth 
their attitude on the relation of the Jew- 
ish religion to the economic order of the 
United States. Views ranged from eco- 
nomic liberalism to extreme conservatism. 

Rabbi Jacob J. Weinstein, of K.A.M. 
Temple, declared bluntly that the syna- 
gogue and temple “are largely the insti- 
tutions of middleclass Jewry,” and lack 
any real base in labor. This is unfortu- 
nate, he said. 

“A religion which does not have its roots 
in field and factory and in the heart of 
those who earn their bread by the sweat 
of their brow, sooner or later becomes a 
cult,” he said. “It may be a refined, a 
highly ethical and philosophical cult but, 
nevertheless, a cult.” 

The entire proceedings of the confer- 
ence should be published as additional 
proof that Jews are like other people, only 
more so. 


—Oo—Oo—o0— 


Now THAT EDWARD J. KELLY IS NO LONGER 
Mayor, one may utter some truths about 
him, perhaps, without being misunder- 
stood. In the field of race relations, he 
far excelled all of his predecessors, at 
least in our time. He established an of- 
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ficial Commission on Human Relations 
and backed it up. He supported the non- 
discrimination policy of the Chicago 
Housing Authority. He publicly and pri- 
vately opposed restrictive covenants. He 
never hesitated to decry the color line. 
He placed Negroes in positions of great 
prestige and authority. In simple justice 
to a man often criticized for some of his 
failings, we ought to recognize his gen- 
uine achievements in at least one sphere 
and hope that his successor does as well. 

Mayor Kennelly is being urged to favor 
the passage of a municipal ordinance 
which will give legal form and substance 
to the Mayor’s Commission on Human 
Relations, which as of this time is without 
real power. Despite its great works and 
worth, its strength now derives from the 
high character of its staff and the support 
it has received from the Mayor. 


—o-—o0-0— 


INSPIRED BY ITS EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, 
Thomas Wright, the Commission has 
served to prod another Mayor’s commit- 
tee into performing its duty. The Mayor’s 
Emergency Housing Committee had form- 
ulated a legislative program and was per- 
mitting it to adorn a pigeon hole. Wright, 
realizing that bad housing is a principal 
cause of racial tensions, rallied many 
groups in support of the program. A meet- 
ing was arranged at the Council Cham- 
bers of the City Hall. Rabbi Louis Bin- 
stock, Dr. Ray Jenney, Professor Richard 
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F. Watt, and this writer were the com- 
mittee assigned to the task of making the 
community meeting a success. Wright 
was one of the tireless workers. Over 
100 religious, racial, civic, welfare, hous- 
ing, and other interested groups sent of- 
ficial representatives. Various Aldermen, 
legislators, and public officials were in 
attendance. A spokesman for a special 
interest group accused the sponsors of 
the meeting as being interested in hous- 
ing for Negroes, rather than in veterans’ 
housing. He missed the point. The truth 
demonstrated at the meeting is that all 
people need good housing, but the minor- 
ity groups are the principal sufferers from 
bad housing. Perhaps the high point of 
the meeting was reached when Father 
Daniel M. Cantwell, of St. Mary of the 
Lake Seminary, spoke from the floor. 
Speaking as he always does, out of pro- 
found conviction, this great cleric made 
good housing a moral necessity. Others 
present babbled of Americanism, Com- 
munism, free enterprise, and the usual 
irrelevancies. 


—O—o0-—0— 


NoORWEGIAN-AMERICANS GOT INTO THE NEWS 
when they protested over the concert ap- 
pearances of the diva, Kirsten Flagstad, 
whom they accused of past Nazi senti- 
ments. Her husband was a staunch sup- 
porter of the toad of treason, Vidkun 
Quisling, and Kirsten Flagstad rushed to 
his side, whether out of wifely loyalty or 
spiritual kinship. The supposedly phleg- 
matic Norwegians picketed the concert 
hall. 


—o-o-0-— 


SING FOLK SONGS AND MAKE THE WORLD 
safe for humanity. Did you ever stop to 
think that when a Burl Ives, a Carl Sand- 
burg, an Earl Robinson, a Paul Robeson 
and others like them ride up and down 
the Middle West and elsewhere, singing 
the songs of nations, they are helping to 
create One World? 
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I had the privilege of going down to 
Decatur recently with Carl Sandburg, 
Swedish America’s gift to the world. 
There he talked, recited, and sang for the 
students, faculty, and friends of Milliken 
College. He held the young people in par- 
ticular by his plea for peace, prosperity, 
and good sense in human relations. Carl 
has his own way of making age-old pro- 
fundities seem new, meaningful, and con- 
vincing. Much of what he had to say 
stemmed from The People-Yes, which 
should be required reading, not merely 
in the schools, but in the churches, lodge 
halls, and business and civic organizations. 


There in Decatur, Sandburg looked for 
the first time at the mural of himself in 
the post office and talked with the folksy 
postmaster. The mural has excellent por- 
traits of Sandburg, Altgeld, Jane Addams, 
and others not usually the subjects of 
murals in public buildings. 


I wish that I could report all of the 
things that Carl said, but there are rea- 
sons which compel silence. 


—Oo—o—o0-— 


I WISH THAT I COULD HAVE BEEN WITH PAUL 
Robeson when he gave Peoria a lesson 
in democracy. The small communities in 
particular tend to forget that even ad- 
vocates of unpopular causes are entitled 
to be heard; that the Bill of Rights is 
intended to end, rather than to impose, a 
censorship. 


—Oo—o0-—0— 


THE CANDIDATES FOR MAYOR OF CHICAGO 
announced that they were for the enact- 
ment of a State FEPC, the defeated Re- 
publican candidate Russell Root no less 
strenuously than the victorious Demo- 
cratic candidate Martin Kennelly. Root’s 
sponsor, Governor Dwight H. Green, said 
that if the Illinois General Assembly 
passed an FEPC law, he would accept 
it! He did not promise to lift a finger in 
support of this legislation to assure fair 
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play for all workers, regardless of race, 
color or creed, though there were rumors 
current in Chicago that in the interests 
of the 1948 campaign a mild form of FE 
PC might be sponsored by the adminis- 
tration. At public hearings in Springfield 
the spokesmen for many organizations 
testified pro and con. The State FEPC 
Council has faltered because of lack of 
funds and lack of unity. It is felt in some 
quarters that if some real leadership is 
supplied, the situation can take a turn 
for the better. 
—O—O—O— 


HERB GRAFFIS, A GADFLY WHO CONDUCTS A 
column for the Daily Times, published 
an unusually provocative piece recently. 
He asked what people of foreign birth, 
who are present in great numbers in Chi- 
cago do not have an old folks home where 
elders of their group may complete their 
lives comfortably and happily among 
those of their own tribe? The group in 
question is the Italian colony. Graffis ex- 
pressed himself as being amazed over this, 
as Americans of Italian origin are a 
kindly, generous, and hospitable lot with 
strong family ties. He reported that this 
deficiency is in the process of being cor- 
rected, and that before long there will be 
a suitable home for the aged, lonely, and 
moneyless of Italian origin. 


—O—-o-—0— 


In 1921 WILLIAM A. WIEBOLDT AND HIS 
wife established the Wieboldt Foundation 
to assist worthy causes. It was then 
thought that the foundation could reach 
a large number of persons “either by 
bringing their minds under the influence 
of education and religion or relieving 
their bodies of disease, suffering, or con- 
straint, or by erecting or maintaining 
public buildings or works or otherwise 
lessening the burdens of government.” 
The foundation has completed its 
twenty-fifth year of operation. Mr. and 
Mrs. Wieboldt are still active in the work 
of the Foundation, though the Presidency 
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is held by their son, Werner. The report 
shows that the Wieboldt Foundation has 
made grants to social service organiza- 
tions in excess of three and one-half mil- 
lion dollars, and has assisted educational 
and building projects to the extent of one 
million dollars. It still has almost five and 
one-half million dollars to continue its 
work through settlement houses, boys’ and 
girls’ clubs, the Y.M.C.A., Y.W.C.A., Boy 
Scouts, Girl Scouts, and a variety of other 
agencies. Like Julius Rosenwald, William 
A. Wieboldt and his wife believe that 
money is to be spent and not hoarded, if 
any socially useful purpose is to be 
achieved. 
—D—O—O— 


REPRESENTATIVE EMANUEL CELLER OF NEW 
York spoke earlier in the month before 
a campaign dinner of the Chicago district 
of the American Federation for Polish 
Jews. He censured the President for his 
silence and inaction on the Palestine issue 
and declared flatly that peace in the Medi- 
terranean is impossible without peace in 
Palestine. 

“One silence I have reference to is the 
deliberate omission of any mention of 
Palestine by President Truman in his 
now famous ‘aid to Greece’ statement.” 
Congressman Celler said: 


We are moving into the Mediterranean. That 
much, at least, is obvious. Mr. Truman asked 
for 400 millions plus military and civilian per- 
sonnel, “to insure peaceful development free 
from coercion.” 

Even the most naive of political spectators 
cannot dissociate Palestine from the Middle East. 
We can reach no other conclusion but that the 
omission of Palestine from Mr. Truman’s pres- 
entation was deliberate and calculated. If the 
United States speaks of favoring Greece and 
Turkey to save them from disintegration, and 
speaks of them as a composite picture of the 
Middle East, then it cannot brush Palestine 
aside, nor any other part of the Middle East. 

There can be no peace in any part of the 
Middle East, including Turkey and Greece, un- 
less there is peace in Palestine. There can be 
no piecemeal peace. If we are unable to make 
the Middle East safe for democracy, then in the 
name of logic and common sense, let us not 
forget our geography. 
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(ls THE PAST FEW MONTHS this reporter 
had an opportunity of meeting several 
“head-liners.” One of them was Pastor 
Martin Niemoeller who, after an exten- 
sive lecture tour all over the United 
States, has returned to Germany. While 
definitely not a Nazi, the tall, yet slightly 
built man with the pale emaciated im- 
pressive face seems to be obsessed with 
the idea that the Allies intend to wipe 
out his nation. He must have talked him- 
self into believing that the Morgenthau 
Plan, to which during our conversation 
at his New York hotel apartment he re- 
ferred time and again, was designed as 
an instrument to decimate the German 
people, and—only God knows how—he 
got the impression that American Jewry 
would like to have six million Germans 
killed through starvation. He did not care 
to see that this was sheer nonsense, and 
it was hard to debunk this absurd accusa- 
tion, for this impetuous, impulsive man 
with the features of a fanatic does not 
listen to arguments. 


Sarcastically the Pastor referred to the 
Nuremberg Trials as a doubtful affair, for 
the war criminals ought to have been 
tried by neutrals rather than by judges 
from the victorious nations. But Niemoel- 
ler had no faith in the fairness of the 
Nuremberg judges because he has no 
faith in democracy. He first explained to 
me that he was a staunch Monarchist, yet 
in the course of conversation he said, 
after a bitter remark about Soviet Russia, 
that he was a Communist himself. He 
hastened to add, however, that he did not 


267 


a ll al a a a i a a i i i i i 


believe in the teachings of Marx and 
Engels. Talking scornfully of the “Roose- 
velt dynasty,” he gullibly repeated the 
nonsense palmed off to him by some na- 
tive Fascist that in his last years Roose- 
velt had not been quite right in his mind! 

Niemoeller does not deny the guilt of 
his nation: “Even if there were no other 
guilt than that of the six million clay 
urns, containing the ashes of burnt Jews 
from all over Europe.” Austrian ex-Chan- 
cellor Von Schuschnigg, another European 
near-Fascist who blessed this country 
with his lectures, is against pogroms, too. 
However, in the German original of his 
memoirs—Putnam’s edition, Austrian Re- 
quiem, is expurgated—he defended the 
measures taken in “authoritarian” Austria 
against Jewish immigrants from Eastern 
Europe, such as a revision of citizenships 
acquired after 1919, the refusal of the 
granting of licences, a closing of the fron- 
tiers, and so forth. Schuschnigg claimed 
that these measures were taken—to pro- 
tect the interest of the bodenstaendige 
(native) Jews! 

In a talk this handsome, polite and 
unobtrusive gentleman with the refined 
speech and the cultured manners of a 
typical European statesman tried to ex- 
plain to me what had not been made suffi- 
ciently clear in his book—that he was 
opposed, not only to the immigration of 
Eastern. European Jews, but to all immi- 
gration: “It is true,” he said, “that one 
should not be prejudiced against people 
on account of their geographic origin, and 
if a man of the caliber of Sholem Asch 
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had decided to settle in Vienna, we would 
have been thrilled to have him among us. 
Still, I am inclined to think that the type 
of people who came to us from the Sude- 
ten regions as well as from the Eastern 
ghettos tended to increase radicalism and 
economic difficulties in our country.” 

Of course, Schuschnigg either denied 
the anti-Semitism of his own regime or 
minimized its effect on the Jewish popu- 
lation. Driven into a corner, he excused 
all “deplorable incidents” by blaming out- 
side pressure and the “burden of foreign 
affairs.” In general, Schuschnigg insisted 
that the Austrians are no more anti-Sem- 
itic than other nations. 


A&B & A 


l HAD A LENGTHY TALK with Major Welles- 
ley Aron, just arrived in the United 
States from London under the auspices 
of the Zionist Organization of America. 
A native of England, he received a degree 
in modern languages and history from 
Cambridge, and in 1926 emigrated to Pal- 
estine where he taught English in secon- 
dary schools, and subsequently worked 
on the staff of the Jewish Agency. In 1941 
he was placed in command of the Jewish 
Recruiting Mission of the British Army 
and was instrumental in providing the 
first nucleus of Palestinian Jews who saw 
outstanding service with the Allies. He 
commanded the first all-Jewish Palestin- 
ian unit which took part in the first siege 
of Tobruk. This unit was incorporated 
into the Jewish Brigade in November, 
1944, and was under Major Aron’s leader- 
ship in the Western Desert, Malta, and 
Italy. He was the first Jew to be commis- 
sioned by the British Army in Palestine 
at the outbreak of the war and was 
awarded the Member of the British Em- 
pire citation for gallant and distinguished 
service. 

Major Aron did not dwell on his mili- 
tary exploits, though. “It was the greatest 
thrill of my life,” said the tall, strongly 
built man with the typically British ac- 
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cent, “when, shortly after our Brigade 
had landed in Italy, we ran into the DP’s 
camps at Ferramonte, Bari, and other 
places. Not only did we provide them 
with food, we even established training 
farms for young people, and we gave 
them moral support through our upright 
bearing as Jewish soldiers.” 

A European, too, is Dr. Nehemiah 
Robinson, World Jewish Congress expert 
on the problems of indemnification and 
reparations, now back in the United States 
after a lengthy journey all over the liber- 
ated countries of the Old World. “Accord- 
ing to careful and conservative estimates,” 
said Dr. Robinson, “the Jews who fell 
under Nazi domination were robbed, 
through confiscation, sequestration, and 
other transfers, of wealth, worth, in 1938, 
at least some eight billion dollars. Only a 
small fraction of this sum has been given 
back, in one form or another, to the sur- 
vivors of the Nazi death camps.” 

When I asked him for details, he de- 
clared that the state of restitution in the 
Reich was puzzling, to say the least: 

In other countries, at least some efforts have 
been made to satisfy Jewish demands. In France, 
for instance, the restitution of available proper- 
ties, especially real estate and enterprises, was 
carried out on a quite satisfactory basis. Yet the 
restitution of apartments and other premises 
failed to materialize to a very large extent, and 
the restitution of movables is lagging consider- 
ably. Furthermore, the Jewish tax of about 1 
billion francs levied by the Vichy Government 
in 1946 has not yet been repaid. Italy and Bul- 
garia, too, have made attempts to indemnify 
their Jewish citizens, though they have not gone 
very far in this respect. But while even in these 
three countries the situation is far from satis- 
factory, it is definitely better than in Holland, 
Roumania, or Greece, where the progress is 
unbelievably slow in all cases of restitution. 


A BA 


Woes REPORTER will be excused for smug- 
gling another “foreign” item into his New 
York Notes, but he can’t help being a 
crusader for a just cause, once in a while. 
He wishes to quote from a desperate let- 
ter, sent by the Central Committee of an 
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UNRRA camp in southern Italy to the 
World Jewish Congress: “We cannot be 
expected to live among people who are 
smeared with Jewish blood and who di- 
rectly collaborated in the gruesome anti- 
Jewish crimes. The evil hands of our 
murderers and the nightmares of pogroms 
hang suspended over our minds.” 

Appealing to this country to open its 
gates to the DP’s, the appeal goes on 
to say: 

People of America! It is already a year and a 
half since the end of the war. Eighteen months 
ago the guns and machine-guns were silenced. 
The tanks have stopped rolling and the planes 
no longer drop bombs. But we still sit in the 
camps. Isn’t this a bitter irony? We ask you: 
How much longer must we linger in these 


camps? Haven’t we already tasted from the 
bottom of the bitter cup? 


A &A A 


—_ MORRIS R. COHEN, who, for 
decades, taught philosophy at our City 
College, died here at the age of sixty-six. 
He was, undoubtedly, a great thinker, 
but he was also an ardent foe of Zionism, 
believing that if the Jews adopted the 
“habits of Western civilization” their 
problems would disappear. Yet even he 
could not help praising the achievements 
of the Zionists in Palestine. Most notable 
among these accomplishments is the 
Hebrew University in Jerusalem. Speak- 
ing at a luncheon tendered by the Zionist 
Organization of America for the Board of 
Governors of the Hebrew University, held 
at New York’s Hotel Commodore, Dr. 
Emanuel Neumann stressed the need of 
worldwide Jewish support for the Uni- 
versity, which represents the culmination 
of the Jewish renaissance in Palestine. 
He pledged that “insofar as it will be in 
the power of the ZOA to be of direct aid 
and service to the University, we shall 
consider it our duty and privilege to par- 
ticipate in its growth.” Professor Selig 
Brodetsky, chairman of the Board of 
Deputies of British Jews and a member 
of the University’s faculty, declared that 
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the University “must represent the high- 
est level of achievement in the Jewish 
National Home.” The major support of 
the University must come from the Amer- 
ican Jewish community, and since the 
University’s budget will run between one 
and a half to one and three quarter mil- 
lion dollars, nearly one million dollars 
must be the annual budgetary contribu- 
tion of American Jews. 

At the same time at Radio City’s Mu- 
seum of Science and Industry the exhibit 
“Palestine—Democracy at Work” was 
opened under the auspices of the Eco- 
nomic Bureau of the Palestine Founda- 
tion Fund. For the first time the average 
person interested in Palestine is able to 
get a connected story of the development 
of the Jewish homeland, the achieve- 
ments of the Yishuv, and the tremendous 
potentialities of Eretz Israel. Once the 
most backward of all Turkish provinces, 
Jewish Palestine is now the most progres- 
sive country in the Middle East. The agri- 
cultural display not only illustrates the 
farm life and production of Palestine, but 
it also shows some of the actual products 
of the soil, and Palestine orange drinks 
are being served. 

Among the major items on display are 
a scale model of the aforementioned He- 
brew University, and a working model of 
the JVA, or Jordan Valley Authority, the 
tremendous irrigation project designed to 
reclaim enough of Palestine wasteland to 
support a population of close to four mil- 
lion people. After a few months the exhi- 
bition will start touring the country, and 
it will probably reach Chicago in the fall. 


4 4& A 


tal AVING MENTIONED PALESTINE, we should 
like to plug in behalf of the Histadruth 
Ivrith, that noted organization for the 
promotion of Hebrew culture, founded 
thirty years ago in New York by Shemarya 
Levin. Among its heads is Chicago’s 
rabbi, Dr. Solomon Goldman. This or- 
ganization which aims “to unite all Amer- 
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ican Jews who see in the Hebrew language 
not only a national cultural heritage and 
a link with a great spiritual past, but also 
a potent factor in the national renascence 
of the Jewish people in Palestine and in 
the Diaspora,” recently launched a cam- 
paign to obtain a quota of a mere— 
quarter of a million dollars! This is really 
a small sum, if we consider what the 
Histadruth Ivrith with its Hebrew maga- 
zines, yearbooks, children’s camps, and 
dramatic groups has accomplished since 
the end of the first World War. It ought 
to be possible to keep going this noble 
and unselfish enterprise! 


A &A 


One OF THIS SEASON’S major cultural 
events in Jewish Gotham is the opening 
of the Jewish Museum in the swanky 
house on the corner of Fifth Avenue and 
92nd Street that was donated by the 
widow of that great philanthropist, Felix 
M. Warburg. It is true that, for several 
decades, there existed such a thing as the 
“Museum of Jewish Ceremonial Objects,” 
from 1931 until last winter located in the 
Jacob H. Schiff Library building of the 
Jewish Theological Seminary of America, 
but few people knew of it, and lack of 
space prevented an effective display of 
its treasures. 

Now some fifty rooms of all sizes are 
available, and what were once the bed- 
room, dining-room, winter-garden, etc., of 
the Warburgs now exhibit some of the 
more than 3,000 items owned by the new 
Museum, the legal successor to the old 
Museum, plus art objects loaned to it by 
individuals or groups. Before coming to 
the United States, Dr. Stephen S. Kayser, 
the Museum’s custodian, was a noted 
critic in Mannheim, Germany. One large 
room on the ground floor contains striking 
reproductions of the beautiful and serene 
murals discovered among the ruins of the 
ancient synagogue of Dura Europos, in 
Syria. Another room on the same floor 
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is devoted to modern artists, from young 
Hyman Bloom up to that dean of Ameri- 
can painting, Max Weber. The predomin- 
ant themes are the Torah, the Jewish 
festivals, the synagogue and its worship- 
ers. One of the most striking canvases 
is Mare Chagall’s Solitude. Painted in the 
crucial year of 1933, it shows a bearded 
rabbi resting wearily by the roadside on 
his flight from his oppressors. All the old 
man has rescued from destruction is a 
large Scroll of the Law which he holds 
tenderly, as though it were his child. Be- 
side him, as if to mitigate the agony of 
unlimited despair, there is shown a 
friendly cow, Chagallian symbol of the 
peace of the Universe. 

The second floor harbors all sorts of 
holy instruments used in the synagogue, 
produced in the past seven centuries in 
an area reaching from Bari, Italy, to 
Moscow. One of the finest samples of 
Jewish religious art is, perhaps, the 
Torah curtain made by Jakob Koppel 
Gans of Hoechstaedt, Bavaria, in 1772-73. 
Embroidered on red brocade there is a 
Seven-branched Candelabrum, flanked on 
either side by a column (mindful of the 
columns of the ancient Temple in Jerusa- 
lem); on the top there are two erect lions 
of Judah holding a crown, whereas on the 
bottom there is a double eagle with the 
unusual motif of two fishes on its breast. 
In what was the Warburg’s winter-garden 
there is now a Holy Ark, made of boards 
from a Cairo Synagogue that goes back 
to the time of the Mohammedan conquest 
of Egypt! 

A large hall on the second floor will be 
devoted to lectures on Jewish art as well 
as to music recitals. On the third floor, a 
“Sabbath Room” will be created, showing 
how the pious Jew seeks to spend the 
day of rest and peace in an atmosphere 
saturated with sublime beauty. Another 
section of the floor will be devoted to the 
arts and crafts of modern Palestine; 
whereas the fourth floor will display the 
history of the Jewish Theological Semin- 
ary, founded in 1886 and later on lifted 
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to its international fame by Solomon 
Schechter, Reader in Rabbinics at Cam- 
bridge University. 


4&2 4&4 6 


—_— A WORD OR Two on the virus 
that infected America and, at times, 
threatens to destroy the welfare of our 
Jewish communities as well as to under- 
mine American democracy in general. 
Fortunately, the news I have to convey is 
not discouraging. A directory of Ameri- 
can anti-Semitic publications, recently 
compiled by the Commission on Law and 
Social Action of the American Jewish 
Congress, revealed that all of the 34 
hatred-spreading sheets published here 
have, taken together, not by far the cir- 
culation which Father Coughlin’s Social 
Justice alone had in pre-war days! Most 
of these scandalous publications are lim- 
ited to eight or four pages, and some of 
them are only mimeographed. Peculiarly 
enough, leading all the other states in the 
number of such publications is Illinois, 
with six, whereas New York state which 
harbors half of American Jewry, can 
“boast” of only two. In any event, anti- 
Semitic propaganda in this country has, 
for the present at any rate, ceased to be 
a big or profitable business. It has become 
the private enterprise of a few groups of 
the lunatic fringe, or of individual crack- 
pots. 

We must be on the alert, though—‘we” 
meaning all freedom-loving Americans— 
lest the beast of racial hatred raise its 
ugly head again. This is what the Public 
Affairs Committee had in mind when, 
supported by a section of the CIO, it 
produced “Brotherhood of Man,” a short 
animated cartoon in color, done in the 


—_—_— 
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good old Walt Disney tradition on the 
basis of the findings contained in that 
famous pamphlet, The Races of Mankind, 
by Ruth Benedict and Gene Weltfish. The 
movie was first shown in New York’s 
Museum of Modern Art and ought to 
have reached other cities as well by the 
time these lines appear in print. 


Henry, the white “hero” of our story, 
suddenly finds that the world has shrunk 
to such an extent that, waking up one 
morning, he finds Chinese, Africans, In- 
dians, Russians, Latin Americans living 
in his own back yard. His first impulse 
is to be nice to his new neighbors. But a 
green demon turns up, warning him not 
to trust these foreign peoples because 
they are “different.” The same demon 
whispers the same tragic nonsense into 
the ears of the other people, and instead 
of a happy party there develops a brawl 
which threatens a major catastrophe. 


Fortunately, the dramatis personae 
learn in time that being “different” does 
not mean being wicked or inferior. Hu- 
morously, the cartoon furnishes the facts 
that all races have the four blood types, 
O, A, B, and AB; that the size of the 
brain is not indicative of the degree of 
intelligence; that a white child brought 
up in China will develop into a full- 
fledged Chinaman; that the civilizations 
of some of the colored races are far older 
than most of our white civilizations; in 
short, that there are no inferior races. 


In conclusion Henry says, “All we need 
is a little real understanding and brother- 
hood.” The War Department announced 
that it would show the cartoon in Ger- 
many and Austria, but there are quite a 
few unenlightened people in this country 
as well who ought to see it. 





Iam a Jew because the faith of Israel demands no abdication of my mind. 
I am a Jew because the faith of Israel asks every possible sacrifice of my soul. 
I am a Jew, because in all places where there are tears and suffering the Jew 
weeps. I am a Jew, because in every age when the cry of despair is heard the 


Jew hopes. 


EDMOND FLEG (1928) 
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As THESE LINES are written—a few days 
before the special session of the United 
Nations on the Palestine problem—the 
question of utmost interest in Washington 
is: Has the U. S. Government already 
formulated its Palestine policy? Only a 
few days ago, 30 Republican members of 
Congress addressed a letter to Secretary 
of State Marshall and to the U. S. Repre- 
sentative at the United Nations, in which 
the following question is posed: “Has the 
United States formulated its policy with 
respect to the matters referred to the 
United Nations by Great Britain on the 
question of Palestine, and if so, what is 
that policy?” 

While as yet there has been no indica- 
tion what that policy would be when it is 
finally determined, nevertheless it is 
known that the State Department has 
been collecting information for some time 
on all phases of the problem and before 
long a decision will be reached by this 
government as to where it stands on 
Palestine. Jews the world over are, of 
course, pinning their hopes on the US. 
to speak up for the Jewish cause in a 
strong voice at the United Nations. Jews 
have lost all hope in Britain and, judging 
from past experiences, expect nothing by 
way of support from Russia. Since these 
two countries together with the U.S. form 
the basic powers at the international con- 
ference table, it is quite evident that the 
Jewish position is precarious under the 
best circumstances. 

What makes it even more precarious is 
the fact that the Jewish people, as such, 
has no representation at the United Na- 


tions and therefore cannot even defend 
itself, whereas the Arab point of view is 
represented by five Arab countries and 
the British viewpoint is supported solidly 
by her dominions. All of which further 
enhances the reliance of the Jewish peo- 
ple on the U. S. to be their spokesman. ~ 
There is no doubt that at heart this coun- 
try is behind the demands of the Jews, 
but there are powerful oil and aviation 
interests which are exerting tremendous 
influence upon the government and our 
legislators. In recent weeks, this corre- 
spondent followed closely the discussions 
in Congress concerning the new Ameri- 
can policy in the Middle East, and quite 
often when the question of Palestine was 
mentioned in connection with this new 
policy there was usually some reference 
to Middle East oil. 


—~e— 


As THIS POINT, it is quite in order to 
relate that Washington is currently very 
much stirred by an oil scandal which is 
assuming national and international pro- 
portions. The Senate War Investigating 
Committee recently stumbled upon the 
highly inflated prices paid by the U. S. 
Navy to American oil companies for 
Arabian oil. The committee has named 
former Senator Burton K. Wheeler, who 
gained fame a quarter of a century ago 
by his exposé of the famous Tea Pot 
Dome oil scandal, to investigate the cur- 
rent scandal. In the meantime, the com- 
mittee sat for two days taking testimony 
and, from all indications, we are in for 
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some very interesting revelations when 
the full story is out. 


Thus far, the following has been dis- 
closed: James A. Moffett, an oilman and 
a representative of the Arabian-American 
Oil Co. (jointly owned by Standard Oil 
Co. of California and the Texas Co.), is 
suing Arabian-American for six million 
dollars for services which he rendered to 
them in 1941, when he was negotiating 
with King Ibn Saud of Saudi-Arabia for 
oil concessions. Already at that time, ac- 
cording to Moffett’s testimony, the com- 
pany had advanced royalties to Ibn Saud 
amounting to $6,800,000 and had promised 
to give him an additional $6,000,000, but 
Ibn Saud demanded that he be paid the 
sum of $6,000,000 annually for a period 
of five years, or else he threatened to 
cancel the concessions. 


The oil company, Moffett told the 
Senate committee, felt that in view of the 
“situation existing between the Arabs and 
the Jews, that from the standpoint of 
their stockholders in the United States, 
they could not afford to place themselves 
in the position of financing the King’s 
army against the Jews which they had 
been doing through previous advances.” 
In other words they feared there would be 
reaction at home should it become known 
that they are financing Ibn Saud against 
the Jews. To make things even worse, 
they had not yet begun to extract any oil 
from Arabia. The oil company therefore 
began to seek ways for a secret deal. 


Moffett approached President Roosevelt 
in 1941 suggesting that the U.S. “pur- 
chase” Arabian oil for future delivery, 
and in the meantime a loan was to be 
advanced to Ibn Saud in order to placate 
him and keep him pro-Ally. Roosevelt at 
first turned down the suggestion, but later 
he is supposed to have told Moffett that 
the U.S. had just given Great Britain a 
loan of $425,000,000 and he would have 
no objection if the British advanced the 
money to Ibn Saud from their loan. The 
British subsequently agreed to this deal 
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and Ibn Saud is reported to have received 
$20,000,000 out of the loan given to 
Britain by the U.S. 

In the intervening six years, since 1941, 
American interests in Arabian oil have 
grown tremendously. World War II 
further accentuated American depen- 
dence on Arabian oil, which was used 
extensively during the war by our Navy. 
In fact, to make up for the huge royalties 
it had to pay to Ibn Saud, the Arabian- 
American Oil Co. sold Arabian oil to 
the Navy at prices two and three times 
higher than it quoted in 1941. The Senate 
committee heard testimony that the oil 
company “overcharged” and “defrauded” 
the U. S. Government to the tune of 
$33,460,000. 

The investigation is only in its early 
stages. We shall therefore have further 
occasion to learn more about the use of 
American money to finance Ibn Saud’s 
activities against the Jews, as well as 
many other filthy, grimy, and smelly 
stories concerning oil and the people deal- 
ing in it. As for Palestine any attempt te 
explore that problem by the powers that 
be should be undertaken with instruments 
that will gauge the seepage of oil. 


—~e~— 


F OR SEVERAL DAYS recently the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation scrutinized the 
files and papers of the Arab Office in 
Washington, located at swanky Wardman 
Park Hotel. No report has thus far been 
issued by the FBI as to what it discovered 
at the Arab Office, what it was specifically 
looking for, or who ordered the investi- 
gation. FBI agents stated it was merely a 
“routine” inquiry, but people who know 
their way around in Washington are 
aware that such investigations are rather 
unusual here, notwithstanding the fact 
that FBI officials have the right, under 
the Foreign Agents’ Registration Act, to 
examine the files and records of those 
registered as foreign agents. 

Rep. Adolph J. Sabath, Democrat of 
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Illinois, declared in a statement to the 
press at the time the Arab Office was 
being investigated that the inquiry was 
undertaken “in order to determine who 
is behind them.” It is reliably reported 
that Sabath, as well as others in Wash- 
ington, believe that the Arab Office and 
its propaganda activities are subsidized 
from British sources. A _ considerable 
amount of anti-Zionist propaganda ema- 
nates from this office and is distributed to 
members of Congress, government officials, 
the foreign embassies, the press and others. 


When FBI agents came to the Arab 
Office to start their investigation, Cecil 
Hourani, the secretary, told them: “We 
have nothing to hide.” When they re- 
turned the next day and the day after, he 
issued a statement threatening that if the 
investigation continues it will have “seri- 
ous consequences on the relations between 
this country and the Arabs.” His threats 
were not taken seriously and the FBI 
men did not leave until they had com- 
pleted their inquiry. It is expected that 
a statement will be issued at some fu- 
ture time as to the findings. Meanwhile, 
British circles in Washington are reported 
to be upset over the whole incident. 


—~e— 


Re. ARTHUR G. KLEIN, Democrat of N. Y., 
introduced a bill in the current session of 
Congress which deserves more attention. 
Named H. R. 867, the bill seeks to amend 
the GI Bill of Rights by forbidding pay- 
ments by the U. S. Veterans Administra- 
tion to those schools which discriminate 
against veterans on the grounds of race, 
religion, creed or national origin. The bill 
has been referred for action to the Com- 
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs, but when 
that committee will be ready to undertake 
“action” is still a matter of conjecture. 

Meanwhile, a deplorable and shameful 
condition exists in many educational in- 
stitutions throughout the country. These 
institutions, which claim to be non-sec- 
tarian, deny their facilities to veterans of 
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World War II who are members of certain 
minority groups. Recent surveys of ad- 
mission practices in schools of higher 
learning reveal that a large number of 
veterans are unable to take advantage of 
the rights accorded them under the orig- 
inal GI Bill because of the quota system 
adopted in many schools limiting the num- 
ber of students of Jewish, Negro, Catholic, 
Italian and other minority groups. In in- 
troducing his amendment, Rep. Klein told 
the members of Congress: 


It is extremely regrettable that those who are 
returning from all parts of the world where 
they have been engaged in mortal combat to 
preserve democracy are confronted with the 
closed doors of educational institutions which 
practice discrimination. A GI who was not ex- 
cluded from the hedgerows of Normandy or the 
beaches of Okinawa should not be excluded 
from the so-called educational institutions of 
our country. Discrimination by an educational 
institution against a veteran because of his color 
or religion strikes at the very heart of the de- 
mocracy for which he fought. The American 
Government cannot and must not support those 
very practices for whose abolition we sacrificed 
the lives of thousands of our young men of all 
races, colors, and religions. The Government of 
the United States cannot and must not on the 
one hand grant them the opportunity to fight 
for the preservation of democracy and on the 
other, support denials of the opportunity to ob- 
tain higher education. 


It is imperative that the Congress of the United 
States enact legislation which will empower the 
Veterans’ Administrator to cease making further 
payments to educational institutions which, 
after attempts by conciliation and mediation, 
refuse to discontinue practices of discrimina- 
tion against veterans belonging to certain 
minority races and religions. The amendment 
which I have introduced today may not elim- 
inate this un-American practice, but it should 
at least stop these institutions from feeding at 
the public trough. There is no reason why 
the Government should subsidize un-American 
practices. 


—~e— 


O, GREAT IMPORTANCE is also the bill 
introduced by Republican Senator Irving 
Ives of New York to prohibit discrimina- 
tion in employment on the grounds of 
race, religion, color, national origin, or 
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ancestry. This is a new and much better 
version of the old FEPC bill which was 
filibustered to death in the last Congress. 
In fact the authors of the old FEPC bill, 
Democratic Senators Dennis Chavez of 
New Mexico and Sheridan Downey of 
California, both of whom have sizable 
minority groups in their respective states 
(Mexicans in New Mexico and Japanese 
and others in California) joined Sen. 
Ives in introducing his bill, thus giving 
it bi-partisan support. A similar bill was 
also introduced in the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

It is rather fitting and appropriate that 
Ives should assume leadership in pressing 
for a Federal law of this nature, since he 
was co-author of the anti-discrimination 
statute now in effect in the State of New 
York. His present proposal to Congress 
is patterned mainly after the New York 
statute. How does it differ from the old 
FEPC? The Ives bill gives particular 
emphasis to conciliation and education. 
Instead of the system used by the old 
FEPC during the war years, which 
aroused much criticism in various parts 
of the country, the new bill provides for 
the creation of a national commission 
against discrimination in employment 
which will have the power, in addition 
to its enforcement functions, “upon the 
request of any employer, whose employes 
or some of them refuse or threaten to 
refuse to cooperate in effectuating the 
provisions of this act, to assist in such 
effectuation by conciliation or other re- 
medial action.” The bill also has a section, 
adapted from the New York law, which 
authorizes the commission to establish 
local, state and regional advisory councils 
to aid in effectuating the law and to study 
employment discrimination in their areas. 
In this way, it is hoped that violations 
of the law will be settled through the 
exercise of voluntary processes, instead 
of having to resort to the courts for 
punishment of the offenders. 

The Ives bill also differs from its pred- 
ecessor in that it covers employers and 
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labor organizations of 50 or more indi- 
viduals, instead of six under the old sys- 
tem which made administration of the 
law almost impossible. Because of these 
differences the new bill strikes us as being 
superior to the old FEPC bill, and due 
to its emphasis on conciliation and arbi- 
tration it should prove to be more vigor- 
ous and effective legislation. It now re- 
mains to be seen whether the Senate will 
permit a prejudiced minority to under- 
take a new filibuster and block the bill 
from being presented on the floor of the 
Senate for a vote and a definite decision. 


—~e— 


F EW OF US are aware that in recent years 
a sizable Negro press has grown up in 
this country. Its influence is gradually 
being felt throughout the country, and 
its contributions to American life, thought, 
and democracy are being recognized 
widely by freedom-loving and serious- 
minded people. In connection with its an- 
nual meeting, the Negro Newspaper Pub- 
lishers Association instituted last year 
Awards for Journalism, in honor of the 
late Wendell Willkie, who was a great 
friend of the Negro. These awards are 
given to Negro newspapers and journal- 
ists for public service, objective reporting, 
and courageous and constructive editorial 
writing. There are some 60 such news- 
papers, most of which are weeklies. 

Among the 200 leaders in government 
and journalism attending this year’s din- 
ner, at which the awards were announced, 
were President Truman and Supreme 
Court Justice Felix Frankfurter, both of 
whom addressed the audience on freedom 
of the press in a free world. President 
Truman’s words were particularly timely 
and to the point. Some of his statements 
deserve to be repeated in THe Forum, 
which has always responded warmly to 
the thought of a more democratic Amer- 
ica and safeguarding the rights of all 
minority groups. Here is what the Presi- 
dent of the United States told the leaders 
of the Negro press: 
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The idea of a free press is fundamental to the 
fr¢éedom that we cherish as Americans . . . The 
more than 60 Negro newspapers in our country 
form an important part of that press. These 
newspapers show an understandable concern 
with the problems of relationship between the 
races. From the columns of the Negro press 
example after example can be cited of report- 
ing and editorial writing which deal with these 
problems in the courageous and constructive 
manner that we expect of the best of our 
journalism. 

One of the newspapers given an award tonight 
prepared the way for a much needed improve- 
ment in the Negro schools of its community. 
Still another accepted the challenge of equal 
rights in citizenship and urged Negro citizens 
to assume their responsibilities. A third exposed 
an example of intolerable discrimination . 
One way in which we can help is to set an 
example of a Nation in which people of differ- 
ent backgrounds and different origins work 
peacefully and _ successfully alongside one 
another . . . When we fail to live together in 
peace, the failure touches not us, as Americans, 
alone, but the cause of democracy itself. That 
we must never forget. 


—eo~— 


Iw our “NoTES” in the spring issue of 
Tue Forum, we called attention to the 
appointment by President Truman of a 
Civil Rights Committee of 15 distin- 
guished citizens of all faiths and minority 
groups, whose objective is to make a 
thorough study of civil rights and to pre- 
sent a specific plan for legislation to be 
applied when the rights of minorities are 
violated. The monumental task entrusted 
this committee can hardly be discharged 
speedily, if it is really desirous of making 
a thorough study on which to base a use- 
ful report. The committee is therefore 
moving slowly and cautiously, but mak- 
ing headway just the same. 

The early months have been taken up 
chiefly with problems of organization. 
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Three sub-committees have been set up 
to deal with the following matters: (1) 
to examine the adequacy of existing fed- 
eral legislation and propose new legisla- 
tion; (2) to review the economic, social 
and educational implications of the civil 
rights traditions of our country; and (3) 
to survey the activities of private organ- 
izations operating in the field of civil 
rights. This strikes one as being an ad- 
mirable approach to the problem. 


In recent weeks, the committee made 
another forward step when it held its first 
open hearings. Representatives of several 
Negro groups, including the National As- 
sociation for the Advancement of Colored 
People, were among the first to appear 
before the committee and advocated legis- 
lation to prohibit discrimination in em- 
ployment, housing and education. Speak- 
ing for the NAACP, Walter White, its 
executive secretary, told committee mem- 
bers that “Hitler’s spirit is living in Amer- 
ica today almost as viciously as during 
his heyday,” and to prove his point White 
cited the following recent incidents: the 
“vicious” anti-Semitic campaign in Con- 
gress during the discussion on the ap- 
pointment of David Lilienthal, the smear- 
ing of the Jewish displaced persons in 
the European camps by the Meader re- 
port, and the continued lynchings of Ne- 
groes in the South. It is expected that at 
subsequent hearings, Jewish and other 
groups will present testimony as to their 
experiences with the problem of main- 
taining civil rights. This is an excellent 
opportunity for many of these private 
organizations combating religious intol- 
erance to make a significant contribution 
towards public understanding of the 
problem and to the ultimate elimination 
of bigotry and civil rights violations. 











~ 


1 memati 

















OO OO Oe ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee eee ee ee ee eee 








a 
- 





BOOKS 


i he a 

















al cl lt i a a i i i i i i i i i i i i a i a i a i i i i i i ok 


Palestine Mission: A Personal Record, 
by Richard Crossman. Harper & Brothers. 
210 pp. $2.75. 


“T have often wondered,’ writes Mr. 
Crossman in this most honest of honest 
books about Palestine and the Jewish 
question, “whether there is any other 
problem which one can discuss for so 
long without exhausting it. Every argu- 
ment revealed a new angle and after a 
time our discussions became like a game 
of chess. Experienced players know a 
dozen opening gambits and play them 
through quickly. Then the recognized 
moves by both players open out into the 
real game which is unique and new each 
time it is played; and from each game 
of chess the player wins new experience. 
Discussions about the Jewish problem 
take a very similar form.” 

Mr. Crossman’s is an honest book, not 
because of the conclusions he reached, 
but because of the way he reached them. 
Appointed a British member of the ill- 
fated Anglo-American Committee of In- 
quiry, the chief qualification of this young 
Labor M.P. apparently was that he was 
not committed by any public statement 
about Palestine or Zionism. While his 
mind was not altogether a tabula rasa, it 
had the qualities of a laboratory. As re- 
flected in this book, partly a diary and 
partly a report on the four-month mission 
which took him to Washington, London, 
Vienna, Cairo, Jerusalem, and Lausanne, 
Mr. Crossman scrutinized the facts that 
came to his attention as well as his emo- 
tional attitudes toward people with the 
scientist’s passion for finding the truth. 
An Englishman, a Socialist, a politician, 
and a scholar, he was constantly on guard 
against his own unconscious prejudices 
and reactions as well as aware of his ra- 
tionally conceived principles and prefer- 
ences. The result is a book rarely matched 
in political literature by its frankness and 
genuinely clinical in its diagnoses and 
findings. 

For this reason it is hazardous to at- 
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tempt to summarize Mr. Crossman’s con- 
clusions. When it is said that he believes 
partition to be the only feasible solution 
of the Palestine question—a solution re- 
jected for sundry reasons by the Com- 
mittee as a whole—actually nothing is 
said. For Mr. Crossman did not follow 
the line of least resistance in arriving at 
this conclusion, but underwent the most 
agonizing examination of his heart and 
mind before reaching it. He weighed all 
the evidence at his disposal—the Jewish 
tragedy in Europe, Arab nationalism, the 
success of Jewish settlement in Palestine, 
American domestic politics, British prom- 
ises and betrayals, the pressure of oil and 
world politics, and so on. Only by read- 
ing the book itself can one feel or under- 
stand the educational process Mr. Cross- 
man went through in the course of his 
mission. 

But there is another major reason why 
this book deserves conscientious reading, 
particularly among those who are inti- 


‘mately tied up with finding a solution for 


the Jewish question. For Mr. Crossman’s 
portrayal of Jews, whether Zionists or 
not, of Arabs, of British colonial officials, 
and even of his own colleagues in the 
Labor Party is not always flattering. The 
nervous intensity of American-Zionist 
propaganda often struck this liberal Eng- 
lishman as both intolerable and intoler- 
ant. The narrowness of the Zionist point 
of view—at least as presented in public— 
antagonized his sensitive and scholarly 
mind. He was equally annoyed by the 
primitive intransigeance of the Arab 
spokesmen who appeared before the Com- 
mittee and seemed oblivious of any other 
considerations but their own. From Cross- 
man’s point of reference, it was their very 
one-sidedness which made both Zionist 
and Arab arguments so stale. For his 
point of reference was the acceptance of 
such facts as the vitality of the Zionist 
creed and of Arab nationalism and the 
inevitability of compromise. Consequently, 
also, President Truman’s demand for im- 
migration of 100,000 Jews appears as 
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irresponsible demagogy, while Prime Min- 
ister Attlee’s strong-hand policy in arrest- 
ing the members of the Jewish Agency 
appears as political stupidity. Only Dr. 
Weizmann’s figure is that of a great 
statesman. 

Mr. Crossman learned what neither 
Jews, Arabs, nor Britishers seem to un- 
derstand: that political arguments are not 
necessarily answered by political counter- 
arguments. And the same holds for eco- 
nomic and psychological considerations. 
The Zionists must accept the fact that the 
economic advantages reaped by Pales- 
tine’s Arabs from Jewish colonization do 
not automatically remove Arab hostility 
to Zionist settlement, just as Jewish re- 
sistance cannot be put down by British 
force of arms. Nor is it helpful if Ameri- 
can liberals denounce British imperialism 
in Palestine without wanting to shoulder 
the responsibility for an alternative 
course. The web of politics is too complex 
to respond to such simplified construc- 
tions of the intellect. 

There are many sagacious comments 
throughout this little book which are all 
indicative of the freshness of Mr. Cross- 
man’s critical mind. If he rejects the com- 
mon liberal generalities about Zionism, 
he is equally suspicious of the Zionist 
attitude which mistakes solution for sal- 
vation. As he learned on his far-flung 
excursion, Palestine has a quite different 
emotional meaning to an American-Zion- 
ist Jew who will probably never go there, 
to the European Jew who has survived 
Hitler’s concentration camps and has no 
other place to go, and to the Palestinian 
Jew who was born in the land of his 
ancestors. Mr. Crossman, as a Socialist, 
was naturally very much impressed by 
the democratic-collectivist context of Jew- 
ish Palestine. He finally advocated parti- 
tion to his Committee colleagues because 
in spite of its national character “it is as 
a socialist community that this small na- 
tion will have an influence on its back- 
ward neighbors disproportionate to its 
size, bringing to them the ideas and the 
techniques of Western civilization and 
accelerating the downfall of the present 
medieval social order.” This may be mere 
rationalization of Mr, Crossman’s own 
socialist faith to make palpable to himself 
his support of Zionism as a nationalist 
creed, but it does not detract from the 
reasonableness and practicality of the 
position which he reached in the course 
of his inquiry. Hetnz EvLau 
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Behind the Silken Curtain, by Bartley C. 
Crum. Simon and Schuster. 297 pp. $3.00. 


How is it that the United States with 
its great political and moral prestige has 
not been able to do more than it has done 
to enforce the mandate for Palestine? 


In a day when the British are com- 
pletely dependent upon the United States, 
how is it that they have been able to 
ignore, for almost two years, President 
Truman’s request for the immediate ad- 
mission of 100,000 displaced Jews in 
Palestine? 

These and similar questions have been 
asked by millions of Americans disturbed 
by the increasing violence in the Holy 
Land and anxious to bring peace and 
justice to Palestine. These are the ques- 
tions asked by men of good will every- 
where who believe that the hundreds of 
thousands of homeless Jews still languish- 
ing in displaced persons camps should 
have a home somewhere on this earth. 
The answer to these questions will be 
found, in part at least, in Bartley C. 
Crum’s Behind the Silken Curtain. 

In 1945 the Anglo-American Commit- 
tee of Inquiry on Palestine came into 
being at the suggestion of Prime Minister 
Attlee. It was the eighteenth investigat- 
ing committee to be appointed on British 
initiative since the Balfour Declaration 
and was composed of six American mem- 
bers and six British members. The au- 
thor—a San Francisco corporation lawyer, 
a liberal, and a friend and political asso- 
ciate of Wendell Willkie—was one of the 
American members. In this book Crum 
tells the story of the Committee, its per- 
sonnel, its hearings, its observations, and 
its conclusions. Crum also reveals, for the 
first time by one in an official position, 
what lies behind the silken curtain of 
British-American diplomacy in Palestine. 

It is not a pretty story that the author 
tells. It is not recommended for Sunday 
schools. It is the story of how American 
officials with the connivance of the Brit- 
ish have knowingly and wilfully sabo- 
taged expressed American policy on Pales- 
tine. It is a story of secret double-dealing 
diplomacy at its worst. Every time that 
Congress or an American president issued 
a resolution or statement expressing 
American policy on Palestine, in accord- 
ance with the Balfour Declaration and 
the League of Nations mandate, our mid- 
dle level officials in the State Department 
—the career diplomats—would rush, in 
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secret, to assure the Arabian potentates 
that that wasn’t what we meant at all, 
that we actually meant something quite 
different. 

Crum reveals to the people of America 
from the State Department’s secret files 
on Palestine what had been suspected 
but not generally known before. We learn 
that our State Department is more con- 
cerned with “protecting” the so-called 
British life line and with shielding Britain 
from Russia than it is with fulfilling our 
legal and moral commitments. Carrying 
out the expressed policy of Congress and 
every American president since Wilson. 
Doing justice to the Jewish people, is a 
secondary consideration. Through the in- 
fluence of the British social lobby in 
Washington, in secret of course, we be- 
come the tool for the British colonial of- 
fice with its policy of duplicity, treachery, 
and repression. It is a good thing for 
Americans to know. 


Written in conversational style, the 
book has much of enlightenment on the 
troubled Palestine question. Through the 
hearings conducted by the committee on 
four continents in which Jews, Arabs, 
and British appeared as witnesses, we 
learn of the Jewish case in its legal and 
humanitarian aspects. We hear the argu- 
ments of the Arabs. We learn of the Brit- 
ish point of view. We see something of 
the Jewish accomplishments in the Holy 
Land. We discover that what the Arab 
politicians say in open hearings in op- 
position to the Jewish cause is something 
different from what they say in private 
—that it is not the Jews but the British 
who are the intruders in Palestine. 


The Committee’s investigations brought 
it to the displaced persons camps of 
Europe and there they heard the already 
familiar cry: “To Palestine and only 
Palestine!” 

The author reveals his disillusionment. 
First, our own State Department. Then 
the intrigue and spying of the British who 
were determined there should be no free 
and impartial report on the merits. The 
Arabs who sing one song publicly, and 
another privately. And finally the du- 
plicity of the British foreign office which 
promised speedy implementation of a 
unanimous report and then filed the Com- 
mittee’s unanimous report in the waste 
basket. The author writes: 


The fate of our Committee’s recommendations 
is one of the scandals of this postwar period. 
There is absolutely no question that every 
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American member of the Committee—and I 
think the British members—believed that, as 
Mr. Ernest Bevin had promised, our recom- 
mendation would be carried out. I find it pain- 
ful now to admit that Dr. Albert Einstein, Dr. 
Abba Hillel Silver, the American Zionist leader, 
and others who characterized the Committee’s 
appointment as a device to postpone action 
were correct. 

The author views Palestine as the 
struggle of mankind for freedom in mic- 
rocosm. Palestine, he says, is India, and 
China, and Indonesia. “It [Palestine] is 
not separate: it is part of the struggle of 
democratic forces everywhere to make 
real the freedom to which our victory 
over the Fascist forces entitles us.” 

Developing Willkie’s thesis of One 
World, Crum urges that the United States 
adopt a uniform foreign policy towards 
all nations “based on the twin concept 
of freedom and progress on which the 
United States itself was built.” In Pales- 
tine, he says, “the issue is sharply drawn 
and the necessity for a solution is urgent.” 

A militant force in the work of the 
committee, Bartley Crum has now writ- 
ten a forthright and courageous book. He 
has pulled aside the silken curtain and 
brought light to dark and troubled cor- 
ners. In exposing the forces which retard 
“freedom and progress” he has rendered 
a marked service to America and, indeed, 


all mankind. Davin F. SitverzweEIc 


Why Men Hate, by Samuel Tenen- 
baum. Beechhurst Press. 368 pp. $3.50. 


Racial and religious prejudice is a sick- 
ness, an infection that grows on ignorance, 
fear, and insecurity. In this volume, Dr. 
Tenenbaum abundantly illustrates the 
conditions in which the infection thrives 
and the manifestations of the disease in 
the individual personality, in the media 
of communication, in social conflict, in 
politics, in higher education. A _ final 
chapter discusses efforts by educational, 
legal, and economic means to overcome 
prejudice. 

We have in this volume a valuable col- 
lection of data from anthropology, sociol- 
ogy, history, and psychology to refute 
many of the bigot’s myths and libels. We 
have numerous anecdotes illustrating the 
depths of gullibility, treachery, and bes- 
tiality to which it is possible for human 
beings to descend, The author does not 
hesitate to name the organizations, pub- 
lications, and people devoted to the phil- 
osophy and practice of suspicion, hate, 
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and persecution. He quotes liberally from 
the great literatures of the world and 
from the statements of our great national 
heroes to demonstrate that racial and 
religious hate is opposed to our finest 
traditions. 

The book is thoroughly readable, even 
exciting at times, although it is not as 
well organized as it might have been. The 
intriguing title is not quite comprehensive 
enough for the diversified contents of the 
book. Nevertheless, it performs a notable 
service in bringing together for the lay- 
man a wealth of significant material de- 
signed to dramatize the critical nature 
of our latent culture conflicts. 

Today we are discovering that brother- 
hood is not merely a moral precept but 
a condition of survival. If we, peoples of 
all faiths and races and nationalities, 
everywhere in the world, do not learn to 
live together in peace and forbearance 
and mutual appreciation, we shall not be 
able to live at all. Dr. Tenenbaum has 
made a contribution of great merit to the 
more widespread realization of that truth. 

The Gerald L. K. Smiths, the Winrods, 
the Rankins, the Bilbos, the Coughlins 
cannot win if the people are well-in- 
formed and economically secure. For this 
reason the remedy for racism and anti- 
Semitism must be found in substantially 
increased support of schools and other 
legitimate educational agencies, including 
progressive organizations and periodi- 
cals, and in the extension of full employ- 
ment, improved housing, adequate medi- 
cal care, and old age benefits to all the 
people. In particular, as citizens we must 
demand that our public schools engage 
systematically and at all levels in a sound 
program of intercultural education. No 
more pressing problem faces the people 
of the world than the problem of promot- 
ing genuinely democratic human relations. 


Joun J. DEBoER 


Gentlemen’s Agreement, by Laura Z. 
Hobson. Simon & Schuster. 275 pp. $2.75. 

In writing about a theme on which tons 
of print have already been expended, the 
angle is all-important. The author hits 
upon one that has often been used in 
other connections, but never, so far, ap- 
plied to this theme. We know of members 
of minority groups who have “passed” as 
members of the majority and then writ- 
ten their revelations. Colored men—lightly 
colored, to be sure—have passed as Whites. 
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Jews have masqueraded as Gentiles. We 
have case studies of women who have 
lived as males and males who have fobbed 
themselves off as females. But Miss Hob- 
son was the first to think of having a 
white Episcopalian live as a Jew, in order 
to discover the inner meaning of anti- 
Semitism. 

In the novel, it takes Phil Green some 
forty pages of tortured and sweaty effort 
to come upon this angle. I wonder if the 
author was aware of the humor in which 
he expressed the revelation, once it burst 
upon him: “Christ, I’ve got it... Ill be 
Jewish!” or the equally humorous touch 
when Phil explains to Kathy that if his 
transformation as a Jew is to be success- 
ful, he must go whole “hog” at it. 

Of course, there are favorable circum- 
stances which permit Phil to cross the 
barrier. He has that dark, intense, El 
Greco look which is so often the badge of 
the tribe of Israel. His mother is a truly 
tolerant Gentile. Phil’s son, a boy of nine, 
is extremely cooperative, thanks to the 
fine understanding that exists between 
him and his father. Phil has just moved 
from California to New York, where he 
is hardly known in person, though his 
reputation as a writer is well established. 
In Mr. Minify, publisher of Smith’s Maga- 
zine, Phil Green has found an ideal em- 
ployer—one who is more than eager to 
make his magazine a crusader for enlight- 
enment. Above all, Phil has had the bene- 
fit of an intimate friendship from his 
childhood days, with Dave Goldman, a 
son of parents who were almost com- 
pletely assimilated. Phil understood what 
very little, indeed, separated his type of 
life from that of Dave Goldman’s. In 
becoming a Jew, he projected himself 
into the position of his friend Dave. This 
fact determines at once the validity and 
the limitations of this book. It is an ac- 
curate, even penetrating analysis, of the 
nature of anti-Semitism as between nomi- 
nal Christians and nominal Jews. It does 
not apply to the much more profound 
and complex relation that exists between 
believing and practicing Christians and 
believing and practicing Jews. But since 
there are many nominal Christians and 
nominal Jews, this book covers plenty 
of ground. 

In the eight weeks course of gathering 
material for his series of articles on anti- 
Semitism, Phil Green has many experi- 
ences in his assumed role of Jew. Any 
mature Jew will recognize these exper- 
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iences. But because they are telescoped 
in eight weeks instead of being stretched 
out over a lifetime, because they im- 
pinge upon one who comes to them 
freshly, without the unconscious adapta- 
tions and rationalizations which every 
organism must make in the struggle for 
survival, they bring alive to us feelings 
muted and deadened by usage. 

Perhaps they might also cause us to 
reconsider the manner in which we have 
been reacting to these stings and arrows, 
these nicks and pin pricks at our self- 
respect and dignity. If we allow these 
minor insults to slide by because we do 
not like to make a scene, we may be 
paving the way for major assaults later 
which we may not be able to check. 
Have we not, like Phil, allowed people 
to use phrases like “he Jewed me down 
from the price I asked,” without recog- 
nizing the insult in the phrase? Like 
Phil, we have heard the taxi driver, the 
slummer’s philosopher, make a sly re- 
mark about Jews and have not so much 
as corrected him, let alone withheld 
our tip. We have heard Aryan doctors 
make subtly oblique reference to doc- 
tors who are shrewd business men and 
make a profession of profit instead of 
service, illustrating their remarks with 
a covetous rubbing of the hands. How 
many of us have called such doctors on 
such remarks and forced them to admit 
as Phil forced Dr. Craigie to admit, 
that cupidity and greed were not con- 
fined to any one religious group? We 
have all had the experience of being 
denied accommodations at summer re- 
sorts because of the sound of our names 
or the cast of our nose. How many 
have taken the trouble to go to the 
hotel manager, as Phil went to the 
manager of Flume Inn, and confront him 
with his cowardice and un-Americanism? 
Hotels and resorts are publicly licensed. 
They do business by grant of a public 
authority which all citizens support. We 
have been letting hotels which exclude 
Jews get away with it too easily. We 
should take a cue from Phil Green and 
teach these polite and gentlemanly pro- 
prietors of exclusive establishments that 
they are cowardly knaves who are under- 
mining our democracy. 

We all know of large business estab- 
lishments who claim that they do not 
exclude Jews from employment, but who 
nevertheless follow a personal policy 
which effectively keeps them out. There 
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are many Jordans slyly operating under 
the very shadow of tolerant and big- 
hearted Minifys. Any large business in 
a city with a good-sized Jewish popula- 
tion that has no Jewish employee, or only 
a token one or two, has a Jordan some- 
where in its personnel department. Our 
protective organizations are beginning to 
smoke them out. They should do more 
than they are doing. Perhaps they will 
run into more Minifys who will atone as 
handsomely, when he, as publisher of 
Smith’s Magazine, fired Jordan and placed 
ads in the papers, conspicuously stating 
that “religion is a matter of indifference 
in this office.” The author makes the point 
that persons in the privacy of their lives 
have the right to select their friends and 
associates and public institutions have the 
right to set reasonable standards and 
qualifications. However, when one in- 
dulges in the lazy or calculated practice 
of disqualifying a person because of his 
religion, nationality, or race, such a one 
spits in the well from which he drinks. 
For freedom of business enterprise, like 
all other freedoms, is slowly but surely 
strangled to death by these blocked ap- 
praisals of human beings. 


Phil Green has a little more compli- 
cated time, “passing” as a Jew in his own 
family. His mother approves and his son 
cooperates remarkably well. His sister, 
Mary, in California, an understanding, 
easy going sort of girl, sends her hearty 
approval and opines that even if the arti- 
cles based on this experience are not suc- 
cessful, the experience of identifying one- 
self with a disadvantaged group will be 
immensely important for Phil’s inner 
growth. But sister Belle, who is married 
to a successful automobile manufacturer 
in Detroit and is part of the exclusive 
Grosse Point society, is horrified by Phil’s 
crazy venture and shrieks her protest 
against being dragged in on this unsavory 
identification. Our author wisely draws 
the moral that two children brought up 
in the same environment can be driven 
by circumstances, into different paths. We 
must not let the Jesuit epigram or the 
psycho-analytic emphasis on early condi- 
tioning blind us to the fact that many 
persons are chivvied into prejudice be- 
havior patterns by the pressure of group 
conventions and the hunger for social 
acceptance. “We are born in innocence”, 
our author reminds us. “Corruption comes 
later. The first fear is a corruption... 
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the first nuance of difference, the first 
need to feel better than the different one, 
more loved, stronger, richer, more blessed 

. . these are corruptions. One by one, 
they pour their drops into the vessel, 
and the layer forms—seedbed of the 
future life.” 


The antidote to that corruption is edu- 
cation. Our author indicates that the type 
of education which dad and mother Green 
gave their children and the type of edu- 
cation which Phil was giving his son, 
Tom, are along the right path. No relig- 
ionist would agree that it is feasible to 
bring a child up in suspended judgment 
about his faith in God. But, certainly, 
liberal religionists will agree that Phil’s 
explanation to Tom of the varieties of re- 
ligious expression; and his bunching of 
Protestants, Catholics, and Jews together 
as one would pears, apples, and peaches, 
is a good approach. By allowing his son 
to suffer some of the contumely which is 
daily visited on Jewish children, Phil 
Green did more to make his son a civil- 
ized human being than could be achieved 
in several years of Sunday School. What 
more direct approach could there be to 
the understanding of the central charac- 
ter of Christianity? Did he not suffer for 
the innocent? 


The most revealing episode in the novel 
is, of course, the one involving Kathy 
Pawling, the young divorcee to whom 
Phil Green becomes engaged. She prides 
herself on being liberal. She was the one 
who suggested the series on anti-Semitism 
to her uncle, John Minify. She divorced 
her successful bond-broker husband 
largely because he was a Roosevelt-hating 
reactionary. She hated all the vulgar 
forms of prejudice. But when Phil deter- 
mined to go “whole hog” on being a Jew, 
she discovered that she had certain res- 
ervations. She hesitated to introduce Phil 
as a Jew to her sister and brother-in-law, 
although she insisted twice that it wouldn’t 
make any difference. “After all, you can’t 
make the world over in one gulp. No one 
person is obligated to change old senti- 
ments and ancient prejudices.” In the 
same way, she rationalizes her unwilling- 
ness to offer her cottage in Darien to 
Dave Goldman. “He would be snubbed. 
The grocery man might fail to deliver 
his groceries. He would be banned from 
the Community beach.” How easy it is 
to put the mask of altruism over the 
grimy old face of prejudice! To her, Phil 
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speaks as we should speak to all appar- 
ently cultivated and refined people, who 
can still find some reason, some excuse, 
for discrimination. “It’s just that I’ve 
come to see that lots of nice people who 
aren't (anti-semites) are their unknowing 
helpers and connivers. People who'd 
never beat up a Jew or yell ‘kike’ at a 
child. They think anti-Semitism is some- 
thing way off there in a dark crackpot 
place with low-class morons. Millions like 
them back up the lunatic vanguard in 
its war for this country—forming the 
rear echelons, the home front in the fac- 
tories, manufacturing the silence and 
acquiescence.” 

Kathy breaks her engagement to Phil 
when she realizes that Phil’s identifica- 
tion is complete and that he will not ac- 
cept the white lies and evasive compro- 
mises of her Connecticut Country Club 
set. But, when Kathy sees her ex-husband 
again, she finds herself repeating all of 
Phil’s arguments to him. She comes 
around to Phil’s position and atones hand- 
somely by offering her cottage to Dave 
Goldman. Phil, now that the articles are 
finished, can relax a bit from the strenu- 
ous occupation of being a Jew. He returns 
to the repentant, thoroughly purged Kathy. 

This novel should be required reading 
for Gentiles. It is the best medicine for 
the disease of anti-Semitism that has come 
between the pages of a book since the 
Sermon on the Mount. 

For Jewish readers, the novel is not 
completely satisfying because the only 
Jews the author knows are crypto-Jews, 
Marrano-Jews, indifferent or evasive 
Jews. There are such Jews certainly, but 
there are others, too, and I am disap- 
pointed that the daughter of a well-known 
Yiddish writer could not have found one 
Jew, happy in his Judaism, and quite 
prepared to pay the price of being a Jew. 

Jacos J. WEINSTEIN 


A Free and Responsible Press, the re- 
port of the Commission on Freedom of 
the Press. University of Chicago Press. 
139 pages. $2.00. 


One’s credulity is severely tested by 
the insistence of the Commission on Free- 
dom of the Press that it spent $200,000 
of its own money and $15,000 provided 
by the Encyclopedia Britannica on the 
study which resulted in this very thin 
volume—thin in size and thinner in merit. 
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There is not one new fact in this book. 
All of the material has been handled 
much better by several other writers, in- 
cluding Morris Ernst, George Seldes, Os- 
wald Garrison Villard, Alfred M. Lee, 
and Harold L. Ickes. This reviewer is 
author of a book on the subject five times 
as long, produced at a cost (including 
his time) well under 10 per cent of what 
the commission spent. 


The superficiality of this book results 
from the fact that it consists virtually 
entirely of conclusions. Really, those con- 
clusions are the prejudices with which 
the 13 signers began. With many if not 
most of them the intelligent reader will 
agree, but he cannot help but lament the 
total lack of documentation for the sake 
of the unconverted who really need such 
a book. In the foreword Robert M. 
Hutchins almost brags that the commis- 
sion engaged in no extensive research, 
and the results certainly show it. 


The failure of the commission’s report 
to hit the mark will be regretted most by 
those who would like to see a scholarly 
job done under the auspices of such men 
as Harold Lasswell, Charles Merriam, 
and Archibald MacLeish. As it is, those 
newspapers most deserving of the crit- 
icism the report contains can shrug the 
whole thing off as amateurish and vague. 

As for the book’s contents: the com- 
mission repeats the familiar line that free- 
dom of the press is a responsibility as 
well as a privilege; that the trend toward 
monopoly in newspaper ownership is 
against public interest; that publishers 
should wake up and assume a greater 
social responsibility before government 
is forced, by irate readers, to do some- 
thing about it. Dictation of advertisers as 
to what goes on the air via radio is de- 
plored. It’s a fine plot, which cannot be 
used too often, but its execution in this 
case is terrible. 


Curtis D. MacDouGaL.L 


Bernard M. Baruch, by Harry Irving 
Shumway. L. C. Page & Co. 110 pp. $1.25. 


In his foreword to this little volume, 
former Secretary of State James F. 
Byrnes says of Baruch: “In his seventy- 
fifth year Bernard Baruch has behind 
him a career of that universal quality 
rarely achieved since the days of the 
great figures of the American Revolu- 
tionary era.” Baruch is a rare phenom- 


283 


enon in American life and as such has 
carved out for himself a definite place in 
American history which knows no equal. 
The sub-title to this book describes him 
as a “Financial Genius, Statesman and 
Adviser to Presidents”; he is all of that 
and much more. 


During his long career of service to his 
country and to humanity, Baruch has 
never held any public office, although at 
least six American presidents have sought 
his expert advice. He served as chairman 
of major national boards and committees 
during World War I and II, and only re- 
cently completed an arduous task as U. S. 
representative on the United Nations 
Atomic Energy Commission. Baruch has 
truly earned for himself the honorary 
title of Elder Statesman. 


The author writes of Baruch with the 
greatest of respect and admiration. Never- 
theless, he writes of manifold experiences 
in a long and active life with a good deal 
of superficiality. Aside from the paucity 
of keen analysis, there are some major 
gaps and certain generalities are not 
backed up by a sufficient number of facts 
and éxperiences. Thus, the period be- 
tween the first and second world wars is 
skimmed over somewhat too quickly, so 
that Baruch’s position and role in Ameri- 
can life is rather hazy in that interregnum 
period. Again the author generalizes too 
much by devoting a six-line paragraph to 
Baruch’s services as adviser to the three 
Republican presidents between Wilson 
and Franklin D. Roosevelt (page 37). 


In the early part of the book, there is 
reference to Baruch’s Jewish ancestry, 
but outside of that there is almost no 
mention of his Jewish activities and 
interests, particularly in recent years 
where he has taken an active part in the 
campaigns of the United Jewish Appeal 
for the relief of Jewish survivors over- 
seas. Undoubtedly, his other activities 
have been more exciting and world- 
shaking, but important omissions do not 
give us the complete make-up of Baruch 
the man and humanitarian. 

Mr. Shumway’s little volume is written 
clearly and concisely, and as such it 
serves its purpose in bringing a popular 
story of the man Baruch to the American 
public. It is, however, not to be regarded 
as a definitive work on Baruch. That still 
remains to be written. 

Murray FRANK 
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That Man Is Here Again, by Arthur 
Kober. Random House, N.Y., 1947. $2.50. 


Kober is a member in high standing 
of that galaxy of American fast-talking 
set of humorists that congregate around 
the New Yorker magazine. His former 
studies of the Bronx, and the Borscht 
Belt, in My Dear Bella, and Having A 
Wonderful Time were works of verbal 
hi’ jinks, and talented high comedy. The 
stories in the Dear Bella series arose out 
of seemingly natural situations, perfectly 
characterizing the singular Bella, and her 
distinctive relatives and friends. These 
were a fearless, vocative company dis- 
tinguished for their mellifluous alteration 
of the Empire State’s English, and beloved 
in all their original richness and full- 
bodied manners by the local boy who 
made good, but yet shared their tene- 
ment-roofed inspirations. 


Kober has since been drafted to the 
astronomical mill of Hollywood’s movie 
studios, and has lightened the “many 
years there writing screen plays for top 
stars” with occasional yarns of Benny 
Greenspan, a ten percentnik agent for 
melodrama hacks and oomph stuff, an 
animal of the West “so low he doesn’t 
even hear the moles pass overhead.” The 
genus, agent, can be found in “evvey 
nook and granny” that offers a chance to 
“hustle a fast buck.” His stratagems are 
predatory, antediluvian. Kober recalls 
“The story of the two agents who had a 
heart-to-heart talk. Both froze to death.” 
Benny Greenspan is cast in the same 
mold, but somehow his best-laid, double- 
dealing plans go awry. He is the natural 
son of “Hard-luck Charley.” 

Although his speech is grandiloquently 
mutilated and his mannerisms reminis- 
cent, yet Benny does not arouse our sym- 
pathy. Neither Kober’s sensitive ear for 
idiom, nor his pen, fluent for stenographic 
phonography, can lift Greenspan above 
Keystone comedy, and the pie-throwing 
act. The situations are awkwardly con- 
trived, and artificially presented. The 
method of Benny Greenspan, narrator, 
and the author, the unwilling but help- 
less auditor is not inherently stilted, but 
it does curtail the interest possible in the 
variety of the author’s point of view. It 
necessitates the use of meaningless mo- 
tions, amateurish stage action to interrupt 
the monotony of monologue. The plots 
devolve upon devices long routine in 
vaudeville, and the superficial razzle- 
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dazzle of Montague Glass, earlier in the 
century. 

Benny Greenspan has enough problems 
and directness of speech to be a miniature 
Bronx. Discovering the price of Menck- 
en’s The American Language, appropri- 
ately enough, he exclaims, “Wow! Five 
smackers a slice! That’s a helluva stiff 
tariff, specially your own langwitch!” Yet 
the artificial glitter of Vine St. does not 
endear Benny to us, as it would had he 
uttered this magnificent evaluation of 
Mencken’s tome on Third Avenue. The 
cardboard and papier maché of a Para- 
mount set lacks the pungency and sali- 
ency of the teeming subway, and the deco- 
rative fire escapes. There is plenty of tears 
with an attempt at laughter in Kober’s 
latest book, but I am afraid they are un- 
disturbing, unconvincing, and irrelevant 
to us who have remained residents of the 
Bronxes of America. Don’t misunder- 
stand: we love the boy who made good 
in the diaspora of Hollywood, but we are 
impatient to celebrate his return to the 


land. Auten D. ScHWARTz 


Die Schuldfrage: Ein Beitrag zur deut- 
schen Frage (The Question of Guilt: A 
Contribution to the German Problem). 
By Karl Jaspers. Artemis-Verlag. Zurich. 


One of the most prominent leaders of 
the New Germany that seeks the nation’s 
redemption through a complete catharsis 
of the soul happens to be identical with 
the chief protagonist of Existentialism in 
Germany, Heidelberg’s famous philoso- 
pher and psychiatrist, Professor Karl 
Jaspers. But it is perhaps more than a 
coincidence that this foremost anti-Nazi 
who had been ousted from his teaching 
position by the Hitlerites is the same per- 
son who had helped establish Existential- 
ism in the Reich, From the Danish grand- 
father of Existentialism, Kierkegaard, the 
German philosopher adopted the doctrine 
that eternity was more important than 
time, that sin was worse than suffering. 
Like his spiritual ancestor, Jaspers al- 
ways sought to evoke in his audience a 
passion for truth by which alone our hu- 
man situation can be met. In a volume 
published just before Hitler’s assumption 
of power Jaspers had sternly deplored 
the fact that Man had reduced himself to 
a social function, that he had identified 
himself with a force that should be only 
a means to an end, that amidst the vast 
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mechanical apparatus he had created to 
serve life, Man was on the point of losing 
Life itself: in short, Jaspers foresaw the 
regime of the soulless, lifeless automatons 
called leaders of the Third Reich. 


Now teaching again at the rejuvenated 
Heidelberg University, Jaspers is now in 
his latest book analyzing a situation 
which, previously, he had discussed in 
more theoretical terms: the possible atti- 
tudes of Sinful Man towards the World, 
the decisions that the individual has to 
make when he is stained with Guilt. This 
time the culprit is not Man in abstracto, 
but the German in concreto, and the 
problem is defeated Germany’s guilt. The 
small volume seems to be destined pri- 
marily for home consumption, as there is 
no need to convince the Allies of the 
Reich’s guilt—they have expressed them- 
selves on that subject at Nuremberg, and 
Jaspers praises the Trials as a manifesta- 
tion of the United Nations’ desire to have, 
eventually, a World Regime insofar as 
they submitted themselves, to whatever 
decisions this Court would make. 


But is the German nation already re- 
deemed through the hangings of a few 
top criminals? Many Germans are in- 
clined to think so, but Jaspers warns 
them against being misled by this danger- 
ous fallacy. Methodically he establishes 
four categories of guilt: criminal guilt, 
to be punished by a judge according to 
the existing criminal laws; political guilt: 
the party that emerged victoriously from 
a struggle for power sits in judgment 
upon the defeated party, and if the latter 
is a nation, all of its members can be held 
responsible for their government’s actions 
since they elected it or at least permitted 
it to function; moral guilt which concerns 
solely the guilty individual’s own con- 
science—this conscience will hold it re- 
sponsible for any kind of action, even the 
carrying out of an order, given by a su- 
perior; and finally the metaphysical guilt: 
the Divine Power may find you guilty 
because you did not act to prevent a 
crime, because you continued to live at 
a time when your neighbor was being 
murdered. 

Many Germans may admit the culpa- 
bility of those Nazis who actually com- 
mitted murders and other crimes, but that 
is as far as their contrition will go. But 
Jaspers maintains that all Germans are 
tainted with political guilt, including such 
allegedly “a-political” beings as monks, 


285 


hermits, artists, scholars, and inventors; 
all Germans are morally guilty, including 
those who persuaded themselves that 
they joined the Party for “lofty” reasons, 
and those countless fellow travellers who 
might have effectively resisted the Nazi 
regime had it not been for their sluggish- 
ness of heart; finally, in a metaphysical 
sense, all Germans, even the anti-Nazis 
included, are guilty as they survived the 
pogroms of November, 1938, when thou- 
sands of their Jewish fellow-citizens were 
killed or thrown into concentration camps. 

True, Jaspers resents the idea of a na- 
tion’s collective guilt, if that merely 
means that one nation is painted entirely 
black by another nation, if it boils down 
to such obnoxious statements as: The 
Germans are murderers, the Jews are 
swindlers, and so forth. For a nation per 
se is not an individual, and it is nonsen- 
sical to say that a nation dies heroically, 
or acts ethically or unethically. For, as 
mentioned before, the moral and meta- 
physical guilt which may be of concern 
to all members of a nation is beyond the 
competence of any earthly tribunal! 

On the other hand, Dr. Jaspers urges 
his compatriots to be fully aware of their 
guilt, whatever its character or measure, 
instead of trying to glibly exculpate them- 
selves by pointing at the guilt of their 
neighbors (the French, the Russians, etc.) , 
at geographical and historical reasons. In 
humility the new Germany must search 
for the Truth—for there can be no cathar- 
sis without truth, and no political freedom 
without a complete cleansing of the soul. 
While the professor’s noble plea cannot 
resuscitate any of the twenty-five million 
victims of Hitlerism, his stern words of 
guidance may, if taken to heart by the 
German nation, help prevent the emer- 
gence of neo-Fascism or any other peril- 


ous ideology. ALFRED WERNER 


The Great Beyond, by Maurice Maeter- 
linck. Philosophical Library, 226 pp. $3.00. 

The Affirmation of Immortality, by 
John Haynes Holmes. The Macmillan Co., 
75 pp. $1.50. 

Maurice Maeterlinck moves forever, 
seemingly, in a world half realized, agape 
at the wonder of existence. He is a man 
of intuition, visited by intimations of 
truth which are not derived from, nor to 
be explained by, reason. But so are all 
mystics and those poets who share the 
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mystical temperament. With the revela- 
tions of the intuitive mind, those less 
gifted and with but the modest resources 
of reason to work with, are frequently 
disconcerted. Who can say whether these 
revelations are truth or the products of 
fancy only? Perhaps they are no more 
than wishful thinking, born of the sub- 
conscious desire to find meaning, guid- 
ance, and an ultimate good where these 
desiderata are not apparent to the aver- 
age understanding. 

Maeterlinck is oracular. He speaks 
from the intoxication of the divine af- 
flatus. But oracles are notoriously enig- 
matic and their divinations obscure. In 
his latest volume, The Great Beyond, 
Maeterlinck speculates on death and im- 
mortality. He speaks variously and seem- 
ingly contradicts himself at times. Still 
the upshot seems to be, in the words of 
Plotinus, that death is no great matter. 
Human existence is no more than an 
interlude in the divine life of the soul 
which has elsewhere its home and its real 
being. Maeterlinck is at his best when he 
variously declares this to be so. 

It is in his more rationalized arguments 
— theological and philosophical — that 
Maeterlinck is less persuasive. Seemingly 
the remnants of an old theology which 
he has professedly cast aside still impede 
his thinking. He declares: “If we admit 
that the world has been created, we 
create two unknowns instead of one, for 
we add to the enigma of creation the 
enigma of God himself, who is of neces- 
sity uncreated.” This is no more than an 
elaborated phrasing of the child’s query 
“Who made God?” Again he writes: “It 
looks as if the God of the New Testament 
created the poor for the sole pleasure of 
damning the rich. For after all, if the 
poor are poor and the rich are rich, it is 
because He wanted it so.” The God of 
this surmise is surely an antiquated being 
no longer believed in by liberated minds. 
Indeed Maeterlinck declares in another 
gnomic saying, “If God knew what He 
was doing, He would not do it any more.” 
Perhaps this is not inconsistent with his 
assertion that “You will be rewarded, you 
will be punished only by your own God.” 
I shall quote but two more characteriza- 
tions of God: “If God did not forgive us, 
He would be less intelligent than we are. 
And if He were less intelligent than we 
are, He would not be God.” And last: 
“The day when we know what God is, 
we will be God. That is why we will 
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never know it, for God Himself does not 
know it, or He would be dethroned by 
the one who knows what He is.” I submit 
that in these varied utterances the oracle 
is more baffling than need be. I would ask 
M. Maeterlinck to make up his mind as to 
the kind of God he believes in and tell us. 
It is disconcerting to find one so sensitive 
to the promptings of intuition unsure on 
a matter so profoundly important. 


In his The Affirmation of Immortality 
Mr. John Haynes Holmes says in sub- 
stance that in a rational universe there 
must be purposiveness and that pur- 
posiveness precludes waste and futility. 
Thus man, the end result of a long evo- 
lutionary process, has become a spiritual 
being no less than an animal being. His 
spiritual attainment, if it is to have mean- 
ing, must be conserved by the continu- 
ance of his spirit. Three brief quotations 
will illustrate his argument: 

“For my own part, therefore, I believe 
in the immortality of the soul... asa 
supreme act of faith in the reasonable- 
ness of God’s work.” 

_ Again: 

“Our faith in the survival of man’s soul 
fits the universe in the sense that it saves 
it from irrationality.” 

And last: “Immortality is a necessary 
part of that spiritual approach to life 
which we accept because it brings to us 
a harmony of experience which ‘gives us 
a feeling of the ‘recognition of truth.’ The 
affirmation of it all as rooted in the inner 
life.” 

Yet is the universe rational? We are 
not, alas! always certain that it is so. 

Cart GRABO 


The Revival of Palestine, by Joshua 
Ziman, Sharon Books, N.Y., 192 pp., $2.50. 


In a series of short concise chapters, 
Joshua Ziman describes some of the so- 
cial and economic results of the Palestine 
experiment. This volume, with its pic- 
torial graphs and handy tables, is a help 
to the hurried reader who cannot read 
the more extensive study made by Robert 
R. Nathan and his associates, entitled 
Palestine; Problem and Promise. Both 
books take up many of the same prob- 
lems. The Nathan study, however, also 
considers the interpretation of data, prob- 
lems of the price index, and the place of 
Palestine in the world market. It also 
attempts to project present trends and 
makes a number of predictions. On these 








BOOKS 


subjects Ziman is silent—his work is 
mainly of value for its simple statistical 
information up to the end of 1944. 

Modern Zionist colonization efforts date 
largely from the 1880’s. While some prog- 
ress was made before World War I, the 
conflagration left the country in serious 
straits. Much had been learned, however, 
by the chalutzim and officials of Zionist 
agencies which was to be utilized in the 
next several decades. Ziman points out 
that the fundamental basis for the Pales- 
tine experiment has been immigration. It 
is true that the general world economic 
situation has played a part in Palestine’s 
prosperity. Yet when world conditions 
have been poor, the redeeming feature of 
immigration (and the capital which ac- 
companied it) has sustained the econ- 
omy. However, when capital has been 
used for speculative schemes (as oc- 
curred with urban real estate in the 20’s), 
the entire Yishuv suffer a loss. 

Since Ziman has been connected with 
the Jewish National Fund for many years, 
his interest in the problems of capital and 
land purchase is natural. He estimates the 
Jewish capital investment in Palestine at 
£138,000,000. This figure does not include 
developments in the last two and one-half 
years. Of the total investments, £102,- 
000,000 is the product of private initiative 
—the balance was contributed by the so- 
called “national” or “private” funds. 
These include the Palestine Foundation 
Fund (Keren Hayesod), Jewish National 
Fund (Keren Kayemeth), Hadassah, He- 
brew University, W.I.Z.0. (Women’s In- 
ternational Zionist Organization), PJCA 
(Palestine Jewish Colonization Associa- 
tion) and others. Despite the fact that 
these groups have played a minor role 
quantitatively, Ziman presents a good 
case for their usefulness. He points out 
that the investment opportunities for pri- 
vate capital are necessarily limited by the 
desire of the capitalist for gain, though 
the motivation of patriotism has played 
a part at times. Organizations with mo- 
tives other than private profit are able to 
pioneer in fields which have only long- 
range significance. Their projects are of 
inestimable value from the national view- 
point. 

The author demonstrates the passive 
role of the Mandatory Power in the eco- 
nomic and physical development of the 
country. Public funds, together with or- 
ganizations composed of Jewish philan- 
thropists who were not interested in 
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speculative profits (the “Brandeis Zion- 
ists” in the Palestine Economic Corpora- 
tion is a good example) have helped in 
some small measure to overcome govern- 
ment passivity in housing, land reclama- 
tion, and irrigation. 

Another word may be said about the 
important problem of capital. Many Zion- 
ists do not fully understand that the funds 
to which they contribute are used, in the 
main, for the absorption of new immi- 
grants. Incidentally, the Jews of Palestine 
themselves contribute substantial amounts 
to what we prefer to call “philanthropy,” 
though they would consider the term 
odious. Our author points out that in a 
number of respects the Palestinian Jews 
are self-sustaining and that they need 
help not for themselves, but for the task 
of assimilating new arrivals into the eco- 
nomic structure of the country. Ziman 
implies that additional immigration is go- 
ing to call for unprecedented efforts. The 
denizens of the DP camps, as well as 
those who have languished in one corner 
of Europe or another, have only a modi- 
cum of economic skills of the type needed 
in Palestine, and certainly less capital. 
At present the political problem is all 
important, but at a later date we will be 
confronted with economic reality. That 
private subscription will be unable to 
carry the entire burden is a foregone con- 
clusion. Large international loans will 
certainly be a necessity. 

For a slender volume, this book rightly 
devotes a good deal of space to the im- 
portant relations and the reciprocal in- 
fluence of the Jewish and Arab economies. 
Ziman states: 

Before Jewish resettlement was begun, Pales- 
tine’s predominantly ‘natural’ economy was 
based on farming a few varieties of field crops, 
sheep and goat grazing, and, to a lesser degree, 
olive and other fruit-bearing trees. Arab home 
industries, conducted on a very simple level, 
consisted of processing natural agricultural 
products into cloth, flour, soaps, and similar ar- 
ticles. For many generations the economy of the 


Arabs, and thus of Palestine, remained stagnant 
at this stage of development. 

It was only when Jewish resettlement inaugu- 
rated a new epoch in Palestine’s economic his- 
tory that the stagnation of Arab economy came 
to an end. The energy, vigor, and drive of the 
Jews, as well as the capital they brought into 
Palestine, had a direct effect on the Arab econ- 
omy, which began to develop in the wake of 
the example set by Jewish development. 


Changes which are taking place include 
Arab peasants paying off their debts to 
the effendis, the rise of a new middle 
class and commercial spirit among the 
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Arabs, and the modernization of certain 
branches of husbandry (notably citricul- 
ture) among Arab farmers. The Jews are 
still leaders in the economic sphere; for: 

. . it is clear that the Arab population, con- 
stituting approximately two-thirds of the total 
population of Palestine today, operates only 
one-third in value of the country’s economic 
resources, while the Jews, constituting only one- 
third of the population, have succeeded in a 
short period in creating and maintaining ap- 
proximately two-thirds of the economic re- 
sources of the country. 

We should remember that even though 
the Jewish ratio is favorable, the develop- 
ment of the Arab economy is of prime im- 
portance if we are interested in the future 
welfare of Palestinian Jewry. Low Arab 
wages tend to depress Jewish wages; 
small Arab purchasing power places a 
ceiling on the growth of Jewish industry. 
Furthermore, much of Jewish Palestine’s 
natural market is to be found in neigh- 
boring countries. All are strongly Arab. 
It is at this place that the political prob- 
lem strongly influences the economic con- 
siderations which our author describes. 


In his survey of the Palestinian revival, 
Ziman devotes short chapters to the sub- 
jects of health and education as well as 
commerce and trade, building, and colon- 
ization. The strides made in these fields 
have contributed to the resources of the 
country. Add to this the psychological 
orientation of Palestinian Jewry, directed 
toward making the experiment successful 
—even if it be at enormous sacrifice, and 
you have unprecedented possibilities for 
expansion which are not reflected in eco- 
nomic balance sheets. 

The latest developments in the country 
have brought about severe export-import 
restrictions, terrorist activities, curfews, 
inflation, as well as the overall problem of 
the curtailment of immigration. These ad- 
ditional factors are not covered by Ziman, 
who demonstrates conclusively, however, 
that given a modicum of cooperation by 
outside forces, we may look forward to 
a Palestine which will fulfill the promises 
which Zionist spokesmen have made. 


MarsHALL SKLARE 


The Bright Passage, by Maurice 
Hindus. Illustrated. Doubleday and Co., 
New York. 371 pp. $3.00. 

This is, in many ways, a very important 
book, for it attempts to acquaint the 
American reader with an experiment 
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relatively small in material scope but 
with almost unlimited consequences and 
implications. 

Looking back at the historical events 
on the eve of World War II, we all prob- 
ably agree that Spain was, in the years 
of her civil war, 1936-1939, a testing 
ground for the coming bigger conflict, a 
laboratory for war. The social, econom- 
ical, and political experiment taking place 
in postwar Czechoslovakia seems to as- 
sign to this country a similar role as test- 
ing ground, only that it is the possibility 
of a working peaceful order which is 
being put to a test in the laboratory that 
is Czechoslovakia of today. 

It is the main virtue of Mr. Hindus to 
have grasped this aspect of the Czecho- 
slovakian problem and to have dealt with 
it not as an isolated phenomenon but as 
a part of a tremendous process of trans- 
formation involving the whole continent 
of Europe. Says Mr. Hindus in his preface; 

There is one nation in Europe which may yet 
achieve or at least set the pattern for this recon- 
ciliation (of the divergent ideologies and eco- 
nomies and cultures of Europe). That nation is 
Czechoslovakia. That is why, despite the small- 
ness of its size and all its shortcomings, which 
include an over-anxious nationalism, Czecho- 
slovakia is to this writer the most interesting 
and challenging country in Europe. To under- 
stand what it is and whither it is going, we must 
see it in the context of a Europe that is experi- 
encing the greatest change since the Reforma- 
tion. . . With the pillars of free economy shaken 
or shattered, Europe is under the compulsion to 
forge something new that would fit the changed 
temper and conditions of its people. Czechoslo- 
vakia, more than any other nation in post-war 
Europe, is, in its own bold and peaceful manner, 
pioneering for a new principle and a new 
method of social and economic accommodation. 

Time and again, in the course of his 
analysis of Czechoslovak social, cultural, 
political, and economical conditions, Mr. 
Hindus stresses the fact that Czechoslo- 
vakia is a testing ground. Time and again, 
he points out to the reader that there is 
much more at stake than the success or 
the failure of a small-sized country’s re- 
conversion plan. In discussing the role of 
the powerful Communist party (the party 
of Premier Klement Gottwald), the au- 
thor comes to the following sweeping, but, 
doubtless correct, conclusion: 

Given internal tranquillity and freed from the 
baneful interference by one or more of the big 
powers, Czechoslovakia will, in the not-too- 
distant future—not more than 5 years, in this 
writer’s judgment—supply the scientifically tested 
answer to whether or not Socialist economy is 
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superior to capitalist, not only in social welf. 
but in the domain of production. : 

As this question is one of the crucial 
questions of the world of today, loaded 
with energies as powerful as those of 
uranium 235, a book supplying fresh and 
important information pertaining to this 
question seems to merit the label of must- 
reading. The Bright Passage is such a 
book. Of course, there are quite a number 
of shortcomings and minor errors which 
could be pointed out by a carping critic 
(for instance the contention that Hitler 
plagiarized the name of the Czech Nation- 
alist Party, or the opinion that this party 
is a unique political phenomenon in 
Europe . . . neither of these statements 
standing up to the facts of history). But 
those are tiny spots on a bright mirror, 
unable to mar an essentially true and 
clear picture. 

It would be a mistake to conclude from 
this review that Mr. Hindus’ book deals 
with social and political problems in 
terms of statistics and theoretical discus- 
sions. Mr. Hindus is first of all a very able 
newspaper reporter with sharp eyes and 
trained ears (not requiring the services 
of an interpreter). He presents his analy- 
sis in terms of living people from very 
different strata of the Czechoslovak so- 
ciety, thus making the reader a compan- 
ion to his own eye-witness experiences. 


F. C. WrerIskopr 


Poems by Samuel Greenberg, edited by 
Harold Holden and Jack McManis. Henry 
Holt & Co. 117 pp. $3.00. 


A little over ten years ago, it was dis- 
covered that an obscure young Jewish 
poet’s unpublished manuscripts had fur- 
nished inspiration and substance for one 
of the greatest modern American poets, 
Hart Crane. No one had ever heard of 
Samuel Greenberg, immigrant from Vi- 
enna, whose death at 24 from tuberculosis 
and sweatshop labor occurred in New 
York in 1917. The facts of Crane’s indebt- 
edness were over-touted .. . in 1939 a 
publisher issued a pamphlet selection of 
Greenberg poems which was distinguished 
primarily by errors in emphasis and tran- 
scription ... gradually a false legend of 
Crane’s so-called “plagiarism” was evoked. 
This volume of splendid poetry only in- 
directly dissipates the misconceptions 
surrounding the Crane-Greenberg rela- 
tionship. It does, however, thanks to the 
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editors’ devotion, demonstrate quite de- 
cisively that Greenberg is a considerable 
poetic talent in his own right, and that 
we might forget him as a curiosity with- 
out much ado. 

A victim of hardships and disease, un- 
educated, sensitive, crude and ungram- 
matical in his command of the English 
language, Greenberg possessed a rare 
imagination and creative genius which 
transcended the raw materials at his dis- 
posal. Often his poems are incoherent, 
sentimental. Then one suddenly comes 
upon force of frightful intensity: 

Where sweepest Thou this earth, Jehovah! 
Like a windmill turnest Thou a mortal’s schemes— 
And the winds that flare to renew a gust 

That lies sunken in Thy Palm it seems. 


or the quiet faith of “Thus Be It Heaven 

Heavenly”: 

In our Bible, the dream of Samuel is death, 

As the clouds consume his form and bear him 
to Heaven— 

The song from colored birds so lyric and sweet 

We feel ourselves no more, and pray: 

‘Thus be it Heaven Heavenly.’ 
Comparisons might be drawn between the 
faith of Greenberg and Blake, or the 
verbal texture of Greenberg and Rim- 
baud, yet a brief review has no place for 
them or similar pertinent observations. 
One can only marvel at the rich store of 
poetry which this handicapped and cut- 
off genius produced. The mood of most of 
the poetry is philosophical, somber as 
befits the circumstances of its origin. Yet 
there is also a joyous delight in nature 
such as we find in Keats, a sweet response 
to the physical aspect of human life as 
well. Greenberg will soon be finding his 
way into anthologies of American poetry. 
It befits those who are interested in lit- 
erature to take notice now of this poet 
who takes his place with Chatterton, and 
other “marvelous boys” whose illumina- 
tion was not in this world long. 


Brom WEBER 


Breaking The Building Blockade, by 
Robert Lasch. University of Chicago 
Press. 316 pp. $3.00. 


This is a guide for the perplexed in the 
troubled world of housing. It is the in- 
dispensable book for those who want to 
learn the truth about building houses for 
15,000,000 Americans. Everywhere we 
hear loud talk about our tragic housing 
situation. Alternative and _ conflicting 
plans are proposed by men actuated by 
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many motives. Robert Lasch says that 
“Americans will have good housing only 
when the people demand it.” This is the 
kind of book that will make the people 
demand it. 


The history of our housing, as he says, 
has been a series of boom-bust cycles. 
Even in the boom periods, not enough 
housing of the right kind has been built. 
Our builders have scarcely considered 
the living needs or the buying capacity 
of the average person. Amazingly enough, 
we have in effect subsidized bad housing. 
Almost everything we have done has 
been done wrong. 

“Neighborhoods have seldom been built 
for people,” says Mr. Lasch. “Houses have 
been built on the unspoken assumption 
that each was a thing in itself and that 
the life of the family was circumscribed 
by the lot lines . . .” For example, it is 
estimated that between 15 to 40 per cent 
of the money spent for street improve- 
ments in the typical subdivision could be 
saved by planning neighborhoods as units, 
instead of the customary stringing of 
parallel streets together. 


In housing there is a running battle 
between high costs and low incomes, and 
thus far high costs have won, with the 
terrible results that one sees all around 
us. This basic condition has heretofore 
been ignored. Building has been going 
on for the benefit of the small percentage 
in the top income brackets. We have re- 
lied upon a vicious and undemocratic 
process of “filtering down”, the poor in- 
heriting the worn-out shelter of the rich. 
This is the impudent philosophy of the 
recently announced program of the Chi- 
cago Plan Commission. 


Of course, Mr. Lasch does not accept 
the old pattern; nor, I am confident, will 
the American people for any sustained 
period. He analyzes the elements of cost, 
particularly the inflated land costs, the 
archaic functioning and wastefulness of 
the building industry, the trade restric- 
tions and the outmoded building codes, 
and he makes invaluable suggestions with 
regard to each. He simplifies the intrica- 
cies of financing and hammers home the 
lesson that somehow the average low- 
income family must find the means to 
rent or purchase housing within its ca- 
pacity to pay. Government assistance in 
various forms is the principal answer; but 
there is much that private finance can do 
if it directs some of its thoughts away 
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from its preoccupation with the luxury 
class. 

Mr. Lasch says much that needs saying 
about public housing, land acquisition 
methods, city planning. I wish that space 
permitted even a summary of his thinking 
on such matters. The objectives of a real 
housing program, according to him, are 
the following: ; 

1. To build 15,000,000 houses during 
the first ten postwar years. 


2. To reduce the capital cost of owner- 
occupied housing to less than $3,000 for 
a good five-room house including land. 

3. To provide adequate rental housing 
in the amount needed ($20, $30 and $40 
per month, or less). 

4. To clear urban slums and rebuild 
them as model communities, with all of 
the benefits of real planning. 


His national program adds up to whole- 
hearted approval of the Wagner-Ellender- 
Taft General Housing bill. The truth is 
that we know the way to a better housed 
America, but perverse, stupid, selfish, and 
misguided persons stand in the way. 

ELMER GERTZ 


The Art of Worldly Wisdom: Three 
Hundred Precepts for Success Based on 
the Original Work of Baltasar Gracian, 
by Otto Eisenschiml. Duell, Sloan and 
Pearce, New York. 160 pp. $2.50. 


Polonius, of literary characters, is one 
of the most eminent for worldly and pru- 
dential wisdom. His advice to the impa- 
tient Laertes is a recipe for success. 
“Costly thy habit as thy purse can buy 
for the apparel oft proclaims the man.” 
“Neither a borrower nor a lender be, for 
loan oft loseth both itself and friend.” 
These and other admirable admonitions 
are the very counsel for the young man 
who would guard reputation and get 
ahead in the world. It is disconcerting, 
therefore, that Shakespeare should de- 
light in bringing Polonius to so abrupt 
and so sticky an end. Can it be that 
Shakespeare is contemptuous of the suc- 
cess philosophy of life? 

Certainly the artists of all times have 
often been so. The roll-call of genius is 
starred with names unsuccessful by all 
worldly standards, men careless of the 
morrow and concerned whole heartedly 
with the work of today. Their more suc- 
cessful fellows have been contemptuous 
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of their improvidence. Yet religion would 
seem to be on their side. The Old Testa- 
ment records the painful history of those 
who, forsaking Mammon, were loyal to 
Jehovah. The Old Testament is without 
illusions. The wicked flourish and the 
good suffer worldly failure. All is summed 
up succinctly in the ever memorable text: 
“The children of this world are wiser in 
their generation than the children of 
light.” Observe the qualifying phrase, “in 
their generation.” The whole point lies in 
that, for the implication is that the worldly 
in their pursuit of present success sacri- 
fice something more precious. 

The Old Testament and the New, Juda- 
ism and Christianity tell the same story. 
We are adjured to take no thought for 
the morrow but to place our trust in God, 
who will provide. We are tipped off, as we 
say in our eloquent vernacular, to play 
a long shot against the field. But whether 
we win or lose, not this life but the next 
only will tell. 

Mr. Worldly Wiseman has always de- 
murred at such speculation. It is not 
good business to play the market so reck- 
lessly. A few dollars on the long shot or 
the gold mining stock are well enough. 
The gamble is worth the cost. Gifts to 
charitable enterprises are the equivalent 
to heavenly insurance. So God will be 
propititated. But what says Gilbert Ches- 
terton? “At the millenium the gutters will 
run with the blood of philanthropists.” 
Clearly the children of this world and the 
children of light look upon the world and 
its values with wholly different eyes. 


The literature of success and the pro- 
verbs of prudential morality endeavor to 
make the best of both worlds. We are 
admonished to be honest not only be- 
cause honesty is the religious law but be- 
cause it pays. We are to advocate the 
righteous cause but not too passionately. 
We should not be fanatical, for fanatics 
frequently get into clink or are lined up 
against the wall and shot. We fight, but 
when the odds are too great we run, 
presumably to fight again. Prudential 
morality revels in paradoxes. We are to 
be daring but at the same time cautious. 
We should avoid excess but if we have 
our private vices we should hide them. 
And so it goes. It is a narrow path we 
must walk if not a straight one if we are 
to be a success both in this world and 
the next. 


William James in commenting on the 
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famous wager of Pascal’s remarks that if 
he were God he would take peculiar 
pleasure in damning those who followed 
Pascal’s advice. Pascal had said coolly 
that if there was even a remote chance 
that religion was true we should play safe 
and profess our adherence to it. The risk 
of eternal damnation was too great to be 
ignored. This is prudential morality on 
the religious plane. Good father Gracian, 
the Jesuit, would no doubt subscribe to 
Pascal’s admonition, but at the same time 
be not unmindful of the shorter odds. If 
religion should after all prove an illu- .- 
sion, a mirage, how silly we shall seem 
if we have not made the best of our 
earthly lives. 

Mr. Eisenschiml has translated Father 
Gracian’s worldly precepts into the 
idiom of our day and added thereto wise 
saws and modern instances of his own. 
These are pungent, readable, and witty. 
As to whether he subscribes wholly to 
Father Gracian’s morality he does not 
explicitly say. Perhaps he would answer 
as did the worldly wise Disraeli: “Mine 
is the religion of every wise man.” “And 
what is that? ” “The wise man never tells.” 


Cart GRABO 


Why They Behave Like Russians, by 
John Fischer. Harper & Brothers. 262 
pp. $2.75. 


No reporter who returns from England, 
France, or Saudi Arabia and writes a 
book about his experiences, ever seems 
compelled to advise the State Department 
on the policy it should adopt toward the 
respective country. But almost any cor- 
respondent who returns from the Soviet 
Union brings home a generous number 
of recommendations on “how to get along 
with the Russians.” Mr. Fischer, an editor 
of Harper’s who spent slightly more than 
two months in the Ukraine as a member 
of an UNRRA mission, is no exception. 
Any voracious reader of books on Russia 
can only be bored by these profferings 
of diplomatic wisdom, even if he agrees 
with an author’s recommendations. 

Mr. Fischer, it must be said, is more 
skillfull than most of his predecessors, 
largely because his is a critical mind. As 
he does not find conclusive evidence as 
to whether Russian policies are motivated 
by genuine fear of attack or by the de- 
sire for world domination, he suggests 
that America “adopt a working hypothesis 
that will cover both possibilities.” Hence, 
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American policy should convince Moscow 
that we are not threatening Russia’s se- 
curity, and it should make it equally 
clear to the Kremlin that we are deter- 
mined to halt aggressive Soviet expansion. 

But the value of a reporter’s book on 
Russia does not lie in his counsels, though 
they are almost inevitably in the center 
of reviews in the Sunday paper’s literary 
supplements. The real merit of a corre- 
spondent’s report consists in the few new 
data which it usually contains. Though 
most reporters tread the same old ground, 
by piecing together such new information 
as they bring home it is possible to weigh 
contradictory evidence and eventually 
form a picture of the Soviet Union which 
approximates the truth. Different empha- 
ses by individual reporters serve the same 
purpose. While William L. White, for in- 
stance, found that an aircraft factory was 
“poorly lit and unbelievably dirty,” Mr. 
Fischer points out that Russian factories 
are largely manned “with farm hands, at 
best only a few years away from the 
barn-yard, who have not yet had a chance 
to absorb the instinctive disciplines of in- 
dustry.” And he adds that “Russians just 
don’t give a damn about the things they 
consider nonessential.” 

Leaving aside Mr. Fischer’s interpreta- 
tions, there are a number of interesting 
points of new information in his book. 
He was surprised to learn, for example, 
that neither the Soviet’s famous scorched- 
earth policy nor its removal of factories 
beyond the Urals was carried out to the 
extent which the outside world was led 
to believe. The great Dnieper dam was 
only partly crippled by the retreating 
Russians, its power plant was untouched, 
and the Germans quickly repaired the 
relatively small center section which had 
been destroyed. As in many Western 
countries, maladjusted veterans are largely 
responsible for the postwar crime wave 
now plaguing Russia. In the winter of 
1945, Mr. Fischer reports, a whole divi- 
sion of cavalry had to be called into Mos- 
cow to help the police put down an epi- 
demic of robberies. Anti-Semitism, long 
believed dead in Russia, was given fresh 
impetus by the German invasion, notably 
in the Ukraine, and Mr. Fischer reports 
that “there are some indications of racial 
discrimination within the ruling class it- 
self.” He did not find a single Jew in the 
upper ranks of the Ukrainian bureaucracy 
and, he says, “a few minor Jewish officials 
hinted that they encountered some preju- 
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dice among their Ukrainian colleagues.” 

Mr. Fischer’s knowledge of Russia is 
not restricted to his short sojourn. He 
claims to have studied Russian history 
and power relationships since 1933. He 
attests to the catholicity of his tastes— 
possibly responsible for his genuine ob- 
jectivity—by mentioning his indebtedness 
to such politically-diverse writers as 
Walter Lippmann, Bernard Pares, and 
Frederick L. Schuman. In this combina- 
tion of first-hand reporting and second- 
hand learning lie both the strength and 
weakness of his book. Where he reports 
what he saw and heard on the spot, Mr. 
Fischer is interesting and stimulating. 
Where he just re-writes and condenses, 
ably enough, what others have said and 
written, he sounds rather empty, at least 
to the reader who is acquainted with the 
more intensive literature on Russian poli- 
tics and economics. If his summaries and 
conclusions on the Communist Party, 
Russian labor and farm policy, and so 
on, are sound nevertheless, it is probable 
that he has studied his subject more than 
he evinces in his book. 

Occasionally, however, Mr. Fischer may 
confuse his less sophisticated readers, as 
a result of his dual method of interpreting 
and reporting. He points out, for instance, 
that such a tightly-disciplined organiza- 
tion as the Communist Party “can move 
as swiftly and secretly as a well-trained 
army, without wasting time in debate or 
bogging down in compromise.” (p. 66) 
This, it seems, is more a logical deduction 
from theory than the practice reported a 
few pages later. When a 127-ton shipment 
of UNRRA sole leather to the Ukraine 
had to be distributed, Mr. Fischer reports, 
“the Minister of Trade wanted most of 
it for shoes, the Minister of Health in- 
sisted on at least forty-five tons for the 
manufacture of artificial limbs, while 
another of their colleagues schemed to 
get all he could for industrial belting. A 
similar argument dragged on for weeks 
over whether UNRRA vitamins should 
be classed as a medicine, charged against 
the Health Ministry’s allocation, or as 
food which would be chargeable to the 
Ministry of Trade.” (p. 74) All of these 
wrangling gentlemen were Communists. 
And this kind of politicking, according to 
Mr. Fischer, went on all the way down 
the line. The minor bureaucrat, usually 
also a Communist, “is careful to get 
plenty of counter-signatures on every 
document, to clear every step with his 
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superiors and the local Party authorities, 
and to build a shield of detailed paper 
records. The result is endless conferences, 
red tape, and delay.” (p. 80) 


For the general reader, however, who 
is not acquainted with the Soviet Union, 
Mr. Fischer has written a useful introduc- 
tion. That the book has been selected 
by the Book-of-the-Month Club does 
credit to both the Club and the author. 
It should be mentioned in conclusion that 
Mr. Fischer seems fascinated by the con- 
tradiction that though there is no evi- 
dence of serious internal disaffection, 
there is a national fear neurosis which 
transcends the fear of external aggres- 
sion. This anxiety complex is Mr. Fisch- 
er’s major theme. As such his interpreta- 
tion goes beyond a reporter’s report and 
makes the book a valuable addition to the 
already huge literature on Russia. 


HeEtnz Evtau 


Franz Kafka. A biography by Max 
Brod. Translated from the German by 
G. Humphreis Roberts. With illustrations. 
Schocken Books, New York. 236 pp. $3.00. 


This biography of the Prague writer, 
written by his closest personal friend and 
literary executor, appears at a time when 
a wave of Kafka admiration and/or dis- 
cussion sweeps through Western Europe 
and America. In France, the passions 
stirred up by a seven weeks magazine sym- 
posium “Faut-il bruler Kafka?” (Should 
Kafka be burned?) have not yet quieted 
down. In England, a whole group of 
younger writers claim to have perfected 
and extended “Kafkaism.” In this coun- 
try, half a dozen new Kafka anthologies 
and Kafka interpretations are on the 
shelves of booksellers or on the lists of 
publishers. With Kafka interpreters dis- 
playing a splendid ignorance of the Bo- 
hemian milieu, the Bohemian historical, 
social, and literary heritage of their vic- 
tim (you have only to read the “Exegeti- 
cal Notes” by Mr. Philip Rahv affixed to 
the recent Kafka-volume of smaller prose 
The Great Wall of China, or Mr. Good- 
man’s totemistic preface to Metamorpho- 
sis, or the “Observations” on Kafka-books 
by Mr. James Burnham, in order to get 
thoroughly mixed up and confused by 
the spiritual bubble-gum-bubbles of those 
learned gentlemen) —with all this super- 
sophisticated interpretation-brownout go- 
ing on, Max Brod’s biography might prove 
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extremely useful in giving a correct and 
vivid picture of Kafka’s life. 


One might agree or disagree with many 
of Max Brod’s conclusions and explana- 
tions, and this reviewer, for one, thinks 
that Mr. Brod lends too much of his own 
mystical and religious tendency to his 
dead friend while neglecting important 
influences and underestimating others 
(for instance Kropotkin, Hasek, the Czech 
anarchists, etc.), yet nobody can rightly 
deny the biographer’s intimate knowledge 
of Kafka’s surroundings, of the atmos- 
phere Kafka was living in, and of Kafka’s 
character and talent. 


In reading this biography, the reviewer 
(being himself a member of that pecu- 
liar literary family of Prague to which 
Kafka and Brod both belong, and having 
met Kafka a few times in his youth) can- 
not but testify to Mr. Brod’s powerful 
gift in recreating a world which was 
shaken in World War I and disappeared 
entirely with the gigantic upheaval of 
World War II. 


An experienced novelist himself, Mr. 
Brod has succeeded, in the narrative parts 
of his Kafka-biography, in endowing the 
figure of his friend with the magic and 
tragic power of a Stendhalian character 

. . which Kafka certainly was. 

Schocken Books has done an excellent 
job of bookmaking. The appendix of 
handwriting samples and sketches from 
Kafka’s hand will fascinate many a 
reader. The pictures of Kafka are very 
illuminating but there should have been 
included a portrait of Kafka’s father as 
the father-son-conflict plays such an im- 
portant role in Kafka’s life and in Mr. 
Brod’s account of it. 

F. C. WEIsKopF 


Fabric of My Life, the autobiography 
of Hannah G. Solomon. Bloch Publishing 
Co. 263 pp. $3.00. 


This is the life story of a Chicagoan, 
the founder of the Council of Jewish 
Women of America. Mrs. Solomon was 
born in 1851, the daughter of middle class 
German pioneers who upon arrival chose 
a commercial career. These early immi- 
grants, her ancestors, came here in 1845, 
having fled from no wave of racial per- 
secution or other privations; rather a 
healthy curiosity conditioned their arrival 
and an ardent desire to improve their 
economic status. Family loyalties deter- 
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mined the subsequent planting in the 
United States of more offshoots of the 
Greenebaum clan—the main characters 
of Mrs. Solomon’s volume—and their re- 
union in America and strong solidarity 
was a matter of course. The tie was strong 
and permanent and when the patriarch, 
Michael Greenebaum, decided to follow 
his sons to America he had, reluctantly, 
to give up a thriving and a growing busi- 
ness in Germany. 

Hannah’s early and later years appear 
to have been sheltered and serene and 
her reminiscences dwell upon strong 
family attachments and chronicles of her 
family’s deeds. As the young city of Chi- 
cago grew, so did apparently the fortunes 
of her people. From Union street her 
parents moved to Adams and Morgan 
streets, then south to Michigan avenue, 
and later further still to the suburbs. 

It is the more remarkable that Hannah, 
born in an atmosphere that harbored 
traditions of culture, love of books, music 
and who has cultivated a mode of life in 
sharp contrast with surrounding slums, 
corruption, and vice that flourished in 
Chicago in its early days, should become 
imbued with ideas of social service. 

Her main guide, it should be noted, 
was her religious training. The temple 
and the Rabbi, rather than books, the 
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stage, or the influence of friends, chan- 
neled her yearnings to serve humanity. 
She was a Jewess who would translate 
the precept of Judaism into daily life. 
Her large opportunity came in 1893 dur- 
ing the Columbian Exposition in Chicago 
when the managing fathers of the great 
Fair refused women equal recognition in 
matters dealing with the Exposition. 


That, and interest in women’s suffrage, 
gave the author the idea of organizing 
the Jewish women of the city and later 
of the country into a cohesive, permanent 
body of people interested in Judaism and 
its study and with social problems of wide 
import. Today the Council of Jewish 
Women numbers tens of thousands of 
members with branches in nearly every 
city in the union. Mrs. Solomon, its first 
president, was keenly interested in its 
doings and progress until her death in 1942. 

Her autobiography is a warm personal 
document of an intelligent level-headed 
woman whose faith in the sanity of hu- 
manity was not shaken by man’s persis- 
tent inhumanity to man. 

Her fellow American-Jews and her na- 
tive land are indebted to her for the 
example of personal service rendered and 
the opportunities she created to serve 
Judaism and the best interests of America. 


BENJAMIN WEINTROUB 


I have ever felt regret at seeing a sect, the parent and basis of all those 
of Christendom, singled out by all of them for a persecution and oppression 
which proved they have profited nothing from the benevolent doctrines of him 
whom they profess to make the model of their principle and practice. 


I have thought it a cruel addition to the wrongs which that injured sect 
(the Jews) have suffered, that their youth should be excluded from the 
instructions in science afforded to all others in our public seminaries, by impos- 
ing upon them a course of Theological Reading which their consciences do 
not permit them to pursue; and in the University lately established here, we 
have set. the example of ceasing to violate the rights of conscience by any 
injunction on the different sects respecting their religion. 


THOMAS JEFFERSON (1820) 
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